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AXED FRENCH CP MEMBERS FORM PRO-CHINESE ORGANIZATION 


Following is a translation of an article signed "XXX" entitled, 
" Internal and External Difficulties of the French Communist 
Party," in the French-language Conservative daily Le Figaro 
(Figaro), Paris, 9 April 1965, p 7. 


The silence of the CP on the new purge in the party against 
pro-Chinese opposition. A pro-Chinese Communist Party in 
France. Pro-Chinese activity in western Europe: a manifesto 
from the Italian communists partisan to Peking. A maneuver 
of the French CP against the Italian CP and against Peking's 
action: the conference of the fifteen communist parties of 
western Europe. 

Figaro here gives informations that Humanltd refuses 
to give its readers. 

The communist students' rebellion against Stalinist 
survivals in the leadership has continued since the Congress 
of 5 March, completely fabricated by the party in order to 
bring the students back into line. The letter by the one 
hundred and five university staff members and communist scien¬ 
tists [TICD No. 699, // c 29,136] expressing their solidarity with 
the students, the appeal by the opposing communist intellec¬ 
tuals to their Italian comrades which we revealed on 2 April 
[No.. 7G8], prove that the internal difficulties of the CP 

are not at all "unrealistic inventions, 11 to pick up Mr. Fajon's 
expression in Humanity . 

But there is another aspect of the oppositional combat 
which is being waged within and around the party. It is 
absolutely and voluntarily stifled by the communist leaders. 

It is the one being waged by those who are called the "pro- 
Chinese. " 

Still, this divergent activity of the emulants of Mao 
Tse-tung within the French communist ranks is so serious and 
disquieting to the leadership of the party that it has been 
obligated to exclude, without noise or publicity, several tens 
of responsible militants. 

The readers of Humanltd know nothing about this new 
purge in their party. Let us inform them of it. 
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Among those being axed, we find names of local or 
regional communist leaders such as Andre Baronnet from Angou- 
leme; Paulette Lacabe from Bordeaux; Robert Thiervoz from 
Grenoble; the Coste brothers, from Bouches-du-Rhone, Saint- 
Savourln; Roce Innocenti, from Toulon; Jacques Jurquet, former 
secretary of the communist federation of Seine-et-Marne; 
Francois Marty, one of the oldest and best propagandists of 
the CP of the region of Perpignan; Regis Bergeron, former 
editor of Humanity . Tens of others militants have been ousted 
or are about to be in Marseille, Mice, Grenoble, Bordeaux, 
Toulouse and in the Parisian region in Saint-Denis, Clichy, 
Vitry and in the 13th, 14th, 15th and 18th "arrondlssements” 
of Paris. 

These numerous partisans of the Peking theses have 
decided to regroup in a new organization, competitor to the 
official CP. They entitled the new grouping "Federation of 
Marxist-Lenlnist circles." The headquarters for this movement 
is temporarily set in Marseille. The Immediate goal for this 
action published in the first manifesto of the new grouping 
is none other than the foundation in France of a pro-Chinese 
communist party. 

Two journals and one magazine have already been edited 
and distributed by Mao's disciples. They are 1'Humanity Hon- 
velle (Hew Humanity) for the adults and 1'Avant-Garde (Van¬ 
guard) for the young. The magazine is called Bulletin des 
cercles marxlstes-lenlnlstes (Bulletin of the Marxist-Lenlnist 
Circles). For the time being the three organs are monthlies. 

This new enterprise is morally and materially supported 
ostensibly by Tirana and Peking. The funds are furnished by 
the intermediary of the pro-Chinese center of action in 
Brussels. 

The formation of cadres is assured by training periods 
of three to four weeks in Tirana and Peking. Several tens 
of pro-Chinese militants ousted from the French CP, among wh.om 
are leaders Jurquet, Marty, Bergeron, Thiervoz, have already 
completed these sessions. 

The French communist leaders have not yet breathed a 
word on this aspect of this internal crisis. They should 
decide to speak of it for these are definitely not "unrea¬ 
listic inventions." 

Eddies in Rome 

This pro-Chinese activity goes far beyond the French 
framework. In all the countries of western Europe: Italy, 
Switzerland, West Germany, Luxemburg, Belgium, England, the 
Scandinavian countries, as well as among the Spanish and Por¬ 
tuguese emigrations, the powerful apparatus of the Chinese 
CP is multiplying its initiatives and efforts to organize 
groupings favorable to its theses. 

In Italy there exist within the offlolal OP, cells and 



Important groups of pro-Chinese communist militants who are 
greatly worrying the directing team gathered around Longo, 
Togliatti's successor. These Italian pro-Chinese elements 
recently distributed a sort of manifesto addressed to the 
general secretariat, to the central committee, to the depu¬ 
ties and senators of the Italian CP. 

In this long text, the authors drew up a balance sheet 
of the tactics followed by the leaders of the Italian CP 
since the election of Mr. Saragat to the presidency of the 
Republic. It characterizes the result of this tactic as 
being a veritable political Caporetto. Here is a passage 
from this text which has a great deal to say on the violence 
of the battle waged by the pro-Chinese Italians against the 
leaders of the orthodox party": 

"It is therefore necessary to see that the imbecilic 
error which our complicity in the election of Saragat repre¬ 
sents be understood as a cry of alarm against the catastrophic 
consequences of Italian Khrushchevlsm. It should appear, 
finally, as that which it really is: a betrayal of the patri¬ 
mony and revolutionary ideal of communism and the decisive 
obstacle to the conquest of power by the proletariat." 

Besides this activity in each country of western 
Europe, Peking and Tirana are regularly organizing contacts, 
conferences, study days with their partisans selected in each 
country. In March, a meeting in Stockholm, in August, it will 
be held in Switzerland. 

Revenge Against The Italians 

The French communist leaders who have always defended 
the policy of firmness in regard to the Chinese rebellion and 
have constantly pronounced themselves in favor of the holding 
of a new international conference of the communist movement 
in order to settle the Chinese problem definitively have suf¬ 
fered several failures on this plan. 

The last to date is that of the conference of the 
nineteen communist parties meeting in Moscow on 1 March. 

Under pressure from the representatives of the CP of Poland, 
Italy, Great Britain, the Soviet leaders accepted in fact 
to adjourn the international conference of the whole of the 
parties of the communist movement. The position of the French 
CP was thus rejected. 

But the recent central committee of the French CP whloh 
met on "l April at Saint-Denis heard a report by Raymond Guyot, 
ohief of the French delegation to the Moscow conference of 
1 March. 

At the conclusion of this report, the central committee 
adopted a resolution which Includes this passage: 

i "The French CP has just addressed itself to the commu¬ 
nist parties of the capitalist countries of Europe to propose 
to them the holding of a conference to examine oertaln common 
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problems and tasks which these parties have. 

Thus, by means of this expedient, the French OP, having 
failed in Moscow, hopes to find a sort of revenge by taking 
the intlative for the convocation and the leadership of a 
conference gathering together the fourteen or fifteen commu¬ 
nist parties of western Europe. 

The ulterior motive of the French communist leaders is 
to become the tutors and thinking masters of the communist 
group in western Europe, both against the "revisionists" of 
the Italian CP and against the redoubled offensive of the pro- 
Chinese. 

To supplant the Italian CP and its Influence with the 
other European CP is the veritable goal of this new maneuver. 

How will the leaders of the Italian OP react, who enter¬ 
tain no further doubts about the hostile state of mind of their 
French oomrades? We will soon find out. 

2567 
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DIE ZEIT l WALDECK ROCHET MUST FACE 
DE-STALINIZATION ISSUE IN FRANCE 


Following is a translation of an artlels by Ernst Veisonfsld 
entitled, "Faithful — But to What Line?" in the Oeman- 
language independent weekly newspaper. Die Zeit (Tine), 

No. 15, Hamburg, 9 April 1965* pege 7* 


He talks with the twang of a farmer from Burgundy. For many years, 
before he became the deputy and then the successor of Maurice Thorez, 
Waldeck Rochet commented publicly only on agricultural problems. At that 
time, Humanite (Humanity) considered him "the best craftsman on the con¬ 
struction job which links the farm worker with the factory worker." 

Today, as leader of the great French CP, in a time of intellectual 
ferment in international communism, Waldeck Rochet has the much tougher 
task of keeping "the workers of the mind and the workers of the fist" 
together; more specifically, he is expected to reshape the relationship 
of the intellectuals to the party such as the French CP has been trying 
to restore since the beginning of de-Stalinization. Maurice Thorez 
could have postponed the problem even longer although he -- the real expo¬ 
nent of the Stalin era in France — was hit much harder in a personal 
fashion by this de-Stalinization than his successor Rochet. There is no 
personality cult around Waldeck Rochet but he does not have the authority 
of a Thorez. 

Waldeck Rochet came to head the French communist because, of all 
of the men who were considered to succeed Thorez, he had the right age 
(60 years), the best health, and adequate preparation. But that is all 
he had. This is why it is not certain that he will solve the big problem 
as to the future of the French CP -- a party of 350,000 members and 4 mil¬ 
lion voters -- as skillfully as the problem which the party had given him 
to solve earlier: conquering the flatlands. So-so an economic backward¬ 
ness guaranteed his success and, in addition, Waldeck Rochet had some 
personal qualities to contribute here. 

According to the party legend, Waldeck Rochet had been predestined 
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for all of his lifetime to be the speaker of the farmers within the French 
CP. But the truth is simpler: when the CP propaganda among the farmers, 
for which he was responsible, was successful, he no longer ran for office 
in the red belt in Paris; instead, after an absence of 15 years, he ran 
in his home town between Saone and Loire where he had grown up on a small 
farm, although not under proletarian conditions. 

His first name is Waldeck: his father gave him that name in memory 
of Waldeck-Rousseau, one of the leaders of the French Left at the time when 
the struggle with the church was drawing to an end; his father wanted to 
keep the memory of that man alive; this shows at what an early age the seeds 
of rebellion were planted in him. At the age 18 he joined the communist 
youth organization. After his discharge from the army, he was a very active 
propagandist in his home town for 2 years; for the next 3 years (1929-1931) 
he was sent to the international party school in Moscow and since then lived 
the life of a functionary unconditionally devoted to his party. 

During his stay in Moscow, Waldeck Rochet, according to reports 
from fellow students who later on left the CP, was supposed to have been a 
model student -- also in the sense that he suppressed any criticism of 
Russian conditions not only in himself. Individually, but also among the 
French group whose leader he was. Upon his return to France he quickly 
climbed up the party ladder: he was secretary of the region of Lyon (1932), 
and during the Popular Front year 1936 he was one of the deputies of the 
Paris Banlleu and at the same time a member of the CC. 

Very soon he was considered one of the most loyal collaborators 
of Maurice Thorez. During wartime and during the post war years he did 
not yet belong to the "inner circle." But when Thorez was forced during 
the 50*s to distribute his leadership functions among reliable collaborators 
because of illness, Waldeck Rochet became the leader of the fraction in 
the National Assembly; in' 1959 he became one of the party secretaries. 

He was at that time "number 3"; in 1961 he moved up to "number 2" and 
when Thorez died in 1964, he was secretary general. He came to hold 
this position not because of any passionate desire for power but because 
of his skill, his loyalty to the line, and his own personal ways which are 
much more conciliatory than the attitudes of many other leading members 
of this party generation. He is an easy-going fellow who has a knack 
for reducing friction. He smiles rather readily around the lips -- but 
never with his eyes. 

Some people say that Waldeck Rochet has a talent for spotting 
controversial issues at an early stage and resolving them or going around 
them -- both of which is quite in keeping with his character; he is also 
capable of rapidly using the customary tactical means and methods in combat¬ 
ing any issue that might require such action. The question is whether 
this will be enough to enable him to handle the conflict he faces now. 

This is the conflict of International communism which is also being fought 
out now within the French CP and which urgently demands answers. A French 
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answer is now particularly urgent because the Italian CP is gaining more 
and more prestige. Must Paris absolutely live in the shadow of Rome once 
the communist world, sometime in the future, has several intellectual 
centers -- perhaps a Western European center, in addition to Moscow, Peiping, 
and Belgrade? 

The French communist student organization accepted money from 
Togliatti for its magazine Clarte (Clarity) in which the organization 
asked the party leadership some rather unpleasant questions.. The party 
managed to regain firm organizational control over its students through 
a change in the leadership. The "Italians' 1 proved to be a noisy but rela¬ 
tively weak minority. But there was another event which showed that the 
conflict had spread to much larger groups. About a hundred communist uni¬ 
versity instructors wrote a letter to the party leadership in which they 
demanded more discussion. The political bureau declared that discussion 
was something that should be accomplished in the cells and saw to it that 
the complaining instructors were disciplined by their cell assemblies. And 
the political bureau received a blast in return: re-Stalinization. Some 
of the professors looked.for help from their Italian comrades. But the 
charge is not quite correct: a certain amount of discussion is permitted 
and Human!te was allowed to report on events in detail, something that was 
not permitted in the past. 

How far must and can a CP leader go if he wants to keep control over 

de-Stalinization in his party? This issue will decide the fate of Waldeck 

Rochet as leader of the French CP. French domestic politics will see to it 

that he will have to face this issue again and again. Very recently, Guy 

Mollet again closed a door to the Left which he himself had helped open 
rather cautiously; he said that he did this because of this "re-Staliniza- 
tion." His statement explaining this action can be summarized in two 
questions: do the communists want to collaborate with the socialists only 
in order to be able to control or split them in the end, after a rather 
friendly start? Are they fighting against Gaullism, honestly and sincerely, 
only until Moscow forces them, for foreign policy reasons, to leave the 
united front in order to make it easier for the General to pursue his 
policy? 


There are many people in the French CP who want to end this isola¬ 
tion and who think about these issues. And that is not good for Waldeck 
Rochet. 


5058 
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UEC LEADERSHIP URGES MEMBERS TO FOLLCW 8th CONGRESS'S LIME 


/Following is the translation of a radio interview of three 
leaders of the French Communist Student Union — Messrs* 
Hermier, Dahan, and Gaudric — as transcribed by Roger 
Chonavel In the French-language weekly organ of the French 
Communist Party, France nouvelle (New France), Paris, 

No. 1017, 14-20 April" 1965," pages 6-7 J 


(Implementing the decisions of the 8th Congress, the National Com¬ 
mittee of the UEC /Union des etudiants communistes — Union of Communist 
Students/has determined the Union's high-priority tasks for the coming 
months* At the microphone three leaders comment on the tasks proposed to 
Communist students*) 

/.Question^ The National Committee of the UEC has met. After the 
decisions of the 8th Congress, what are the major lines of action set for 
the reflection and action of all members of the UEC? 

Hermier — We held our National Committee meeting on 27 and 28 
March* On the agenda was to absorb the teachings of the 8th Congress and 
to study how we would implement its leading ideas* The main thing is to 
apply in life the political orientation elaborated at Montreuil. We think 
it necessary for the various cells, sectors, and cities of the UEC to 
study the texts and resolutions of the Congress* We stressed that members 
study thoroughly the policy of the Communist Party, its theory as well as 
its daily practice, for the purpose of raising everyone's level as much as 
possible* All this is to enable the UBC to develop greater activity in the 
universities* 

Our National Committee has set for itself four major directions for 
its activity in the coming months. First of all, we plan to help develop 
the struggles for demands in the universities. For this purpose we have 
studied the university and trade-union problems. We expect to hold, either at 
the end of this term or at the beginning of the new school year, two national 
stu4y <1*7* to provide the UEC with the opportunity of making known its plat- 
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form of demands and thereby to help advance the struggles. Also, we are 
actively preparing the conference of wage-earning students decided on by 
the National Congress. 

^Question/' Have we selected a date for that conference? 

It will probably be held at the end of the first term or beginning 
of the second. We think it will be an important demonstration that will 
help develop the demand struggles. A national committee has Just been se¬ 
lected to prepare this conference. We hope sectors and cities will proceed 
likewise and designate similar teams at their level that will examine the 
preparation as regards the themes of the wage-earning students 1 conference 
and their various demands, and at the same time make the necessary efforts 
to bring about a wide-open conference that will bring together all trends 
of thinking and representatives of student organizations. 

The second area of our activity, of course, will be the struggle for 
peace in Vietnam. We have already taken part in action. The UEC published 
some special propaganda material: a national petition and poster, several 
leaflets in Paris; and we took part in the demonstration organized by the 
Communist Youth Movement. Our National Committee urged all its provincial 
organizations to participate in everything that had been planned and to 
initiate some actions themselves. This occured In many cities in various 
forms: street demonstrations, conferences, meetings, showing of Madeleine 
Riffaud's film. 

[ Question! It seems that the US bombings and the use of gae greatly 
arouse the students. 

They are more than aroused; they are angry, ^he students feel dir¬ 
ectly affected by this war. They understand that the solution is not to be 
found solely in Vietnam, but also in France and among all peoples. They 
feel certain they can help bring about peace and they hence want to act. 
This state of mind is fortunate, and our National Committee takes it into 
account to intensify all actions and improve their content. 

In the third place, our National Committee has decided to focus par¬ 
ticular attention on the world youth festival to be held at the end of July 
in Algiers. It will be held under the triple watchword of peace, solidarity, 
and friendship. We intend to prepare this festival in a thorough way. We 
shall make it known among students in all its aspects, but we want to take 
an original part it preparing and executing it. For instance, we plan to 
organize seminars and talks on the various themes to be debated at Algiers. 

I am thinking in particular about the problems of education and the uni¬ 
versities. This should allow us between now and July, as also in the course 
of the festival, to strengthen our bonds with all the worlds youth, and 
in particular with the European youth movements. 

/'Question/' On the occasion of the Algiers festival, does the UEC 



plan some specific contribution, some original contribution to the solidar¬ 
ity to bring to this youthful state? 


We are studying this problem* We do want tc bring our solidarity to 
Algerian youth, and we do think we have some original possibilities in 
some areas* Thus we hope to be able to organize university brigades of 
volunteer labor* This ties in with what is advocated by the Communist Youth 
Movement* As students we have here a specific front to hold* I think it 
must be possible for us to set up brigades of doctors helping in Algeria to 
train male nurses, teaching brigades to help train monitors, and brigades 
to help develop the socialist sector by training accountants, planners, etc* 

We are studying these matters with Algerian leaders, and if all con¬ 
ditions are fulfilled we hope to launch this campaign by Easter vacation* 

The last point we discussed in the National Committee concerned the 
strengthening of our organization* The appearance of our paper, Clarte 
/Clarity, by the end of April should help us strengthen the UEC by dis¬ 
seminating our ideas among students* 

Also, we have launched a membership drive which will carry on during 
the whole third term and will develop even more intensely at the beginning 
of the next school year* To prepare it we are publishing a folder that sets 
forth our ideas and demands, and explains what our organization is* We want 
to distribute it widely in the universities and also in the upper classes 
of secondary schools so as to strengthen the UEC next year* 

The National Committee has also launched a fund drive* Finance is 
an area we do not want to neglect* The 8th Congress was informed of our 
present great difficulties. We must face a situation inherited from the 
past* 


From the outset this fund drive is being successful in Paris and in 
the provinces* We are planning to expand it as widely as possible by appeal¬ 
ing to all students, to all who desire greater unity among Communist stu¬ 
dents* 


This National Committee lias shown that the UEC has not reached its 
full development, but we can hope for substantial progress quickly* We 
shall still experience difficulties, and sizable ones, because quite often 
our comrades in cells and sectors find themselves before a kind of activ¬ 
ity vacuum and they must build the essential to bring about implementation 
of the Congress 1 s decisions* But we have good hope* 

/Question J How will the National Consnittee apply its decisions in 

life? 


Dahan — What Hermier has Just expressed requires Intense life in 
all agencies of the UEC* The Congress and the National Committee have 
shown that our organization was emerging from a difficult period in which 
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tendencies and factions were confronting one another within it. This was 
the main cause for the lack of activity. After the Congress pronounced it¬ 
self against this state of affairs* it seems that today we can go forward. 

With its debate the National Committee demonstrated that discussion 
is wide-open within the organization. An internal bulletin will be regularly 
published in this sense under the direction of the National Bureau. But such 
discussion, which can take place only on the bases defined at the Congress 
and in accordance with the CP line, must result in actual serious work with¬ 
in the universities. It is hence clear that whatever is undertaken at all 
levels of the organization, in the various committees anticipated by Hermier 
a moment ago, can only originate with the decisions of the 8th Congress. 

The main thing to remember about the conduct of the National Committee is 
its concern to maintain the UEC's unity everywhere* in the cells, the sec¬ 
tors, the cities. 

/Question/* Does the National Committee bring about a change as compared 
to previous ones? 

Gaudric — We have already stated that we did not hold the Congress 
for its own sake, just for the pleasure of discussing. The political and 
organizational resolutions that were adopted by vote are the means for our 
activity among students. 

Our objective, then, is to put everybody back to work. It is true that 
the political battles waged before and during the Congress tired many comrades* 
Also, we are approaching examination time and everybody ie somewhat cut of 
breath. But action is once more getting under way and one can feel now the 
general will to pass over from debates Inside to action directed to the out¬ 
side, that is, toward the student masses. 

What should be noted is that unlike previous meetings, this one, 
while including heated discussions and a very interesting clash of ideas, 
was nonetheless a working meeting that resulted in action decisions in sever¬ 
al areas, in particular as regards Vietnam and the demand struggle. 

/.Question/* Has the danger of returning to methods of the past been 
definitely removed? 

Hermier — It has been clear, both in the Congress and in its prepar¬ 
ation, that proportional representation in leadership agencies of tendencies, 
groups, and factions was harmful to the UEC*s proper operation. The Congress 
condemned that inclination in two ways* first, on the theoretical plane, by 
showing that Marxism-Leninism does not admit for the life of a party the ex¬ 
istence of factions or tendencies; and second, that the confrontations we 
have witnessed, in particular in the national agencies, have been harmful 
to development of fruitful action by the Union. 

Nevertheless, while the Congress dealt a serious blow to the spirit 
of tendencies, it would be illusory to think that as a result everything has 



been settled* Partisans of those methods have not been disarmed, and bad 
habits are hard to uproot to obtain normal, democratic life in cells, sec- 
tors, and cities* 

To put the USC to work and develop our initiatives will enable us to 
break from the habits of the part and will cause political discussion over 
problems that face students to be situated on a normal, healthy plane, that 
is to say, based on the organization's activity and not on some so-called 
theoretical plane which actually was merely an attack on the general line 
of the CP and on the broad mass organization of the UEC. 

Implementation of the 8th Congress's decisions must make it possible 
to pursue the struggle against supporters of factions. We have no intention 
cf settling matters in an authoritarian way, but we do advance the principle 
of the organization's unity. We want to apply the Congress's orientation by 
specifying the mass character of the UEC, which is not controlled by democra¬ 
tic centralism; but at the same time no cell or sector has the right to do 
whatever it pleases and develop outside the organization any activity or 
propaganda contrary to what has been adopted at the Congress and is opposed 
to the CP's policy* 

We have hence reemphasized the content of our statutes, which had been 
disregarded these last few years, In short, cells, sectors, and cities must 
develop their activity in accordance with the purposes, program, and deci¬ 
sions of the National Congress. This does not mean cutting short any discus¬ 
sion; it means to set a framework to the organization's democratic life* It 
means putting an end to ineffectiveness. 

/.Question^ Which means that some difficulties persist. But is some 
progress noticeable in this breaking-in period? 

Dahan — Indeed, the present danger would be to believe that there 
no longer are any difficulties. That is why we must not relax, but on the 
contrary, despite the period of examinations, implement as best we can the 
orientations determined by the National Committee. This has already been 
anderstood by a great many cells, sectors, and cities that have developed 
internal action in all areas. 

Thus, at the Faculty of Science our cells are developing a broad mass 
activity against the university reforms conceived by Fouchet, as is demon¬ 
strated by the recent strike. His "reform" must be defeated, which will with¬ 
out doubt be a battle of the first magnitude* 

Gaudric — After the Congress we witnessed a double phenomenons on 
the one hand, in places where political discussion proceeded on the basis 
of a well-conceived activity of the UEC; and on the other hand, in places 
vhere discussion was carried out on other bases. In the former case, action 
Ls spread out relatively quickly; while in the latter, some piling-up is 
loted, a kind of withdrawal to within. We hope the National Committee's de¬ 
cisions and the initiatives already started will do away with differences 
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noted at present. 

Hermier — Gaudric is right. I witnessed a promising example at 
Strasbourg. In that city, at the request of the leadership, I gave a lecture 
on the theme of "Youth and Communism." It was very well prepared. Before the 
conference proper a reception brought together the Bureau of the General As¬ 
sociation, the UKS ? clubs, Christian Student Youth, the SFIO students, the 
PSU students, the Jewish students, and all the associations of colonialist 
students — in other words, a broadly unitary participation# This conference 
gathered together several hundred students, which shows that one can boldly 
go to the masses with a correct political position# This Illustrates all our 
hopes since the 6th Congress. We are convinced that the UEC is now on the 
right track, that it will develop a fruitful activity in the service of the 
students who will perceive in it an organization that truly corresponds to 
their needs and to the true will to struggle of the majority of them* This, 
we believe, is not an unrealistic ambition# 
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FRENCH COMMUNISTS ARGUE FOR COOPERATION WITH THE SOCIALISTS 
AND OTHER "DEMOCRATIC PARTIES" TO BUILD SOCIALIST PRANCE 


Following is a translation of an article by Paul Courtleu 
entitled, "Political Parties and Social Classes in the Struggle 
for a Socialist France" in the French-language weekly organ of 
the French CP, France Nouvelle (New France). No. 1017. Parle. 
11-20 April 196?7"pages“0I9. " 


Unification of political organizations claiming to represent the 
working class is a favorable, bat not indispensable, condition for passing 
over to socialism. It would not be the same thing as a single party. Other 
parties, representing other strata of the people, could bring their own 
contribution to the building of a socialist France. How does the French CP 
conceive this collaboration of democratic parties for today and for tomorrow? 

As regards the existence of one or serveral parties to build socialism, 
the Communist Party clearly set forth its position at the 16th and 17th Cong¬ 
resses. 


The French CP rejects the idea according to which "the existence of 
a single party 41 is allegedly "a mandatory condition for passing over to 
socialism." 

Of course, the French CP hopes to see the working class achieve its 
complete political unity. Organic unity of the working class would greatly 
facilitate its struggle both for strengthening and expanding democracy in 
the capitalist system and for building socialism. 

But such a political unification assumes agreement between Socialists 
and Cormunists over ideological principles and organization of a new party. 
No one can say today whether this unification will occur before reaching 
the stage of building socialism or after. That is why so long as the required 
conditions have not been realized, the French CP favors close and lasting 
cooperation between the two parties, as well as with the other democratic 
parties and with all forces interested in renovating democracy today and 
building socialism tomorrow during the period of transition from capitalism 
to socialism. 



Whatever may be the time when organic unity will be achieved between 
Communists and Socialists, this will not result in a single party, because! 
besides the party of the working class, other democratic parties represent¬ 
ing certain social strata collaborating in building sooialisn may exist* 

What Is a Party? 

The Communists* position on the collaboration of several democratic 
parties — and primarily the Communist and Socialist Parties — is in no way 
a matter of tactical concern dictated by present circumstances* It is the 
product of considerations of principle. At the same time it takes into ac¬ 
count the great changes that have taken place in France and in the world 
in the last few years# It is based on the Communist concept of the political 
struggle according to which solution of the vital problems facing the nation 
can only be found through the participation of millions of men determined to 
resolve them. It also takes into consideration the French people* s national 
traditions* 

Political parties being the expressions of definite social classes 
or strata, it is obvious that the rally of social classes and strata inter¬ 
ested in expanding democracy and building socialism implies agreement and 
collaboration between the parties that subscribe to this# 

In this connection we wish to cite a question asked by Comrade Quilliot 
of the Communists in an article of Potulalre /The People*s Papeij^i "Were we 
yesterday or are we today agents of imperialism?" 

(a) Tha CP*s attitude toward existing political parties is clear and 
unambiguous# 

The CP fights against monopolistic capital# reaction, and parties 
that express their interests, contrary to those of the working class and 
the nation# 

But the CP has never espoused the over-simplified explanation accord¬ 
ing to which all parties other than the CP should be purely and simply re¬ 
garded as direct or indirect agencies of the monopolistic bourgeoisie. 

On the contrary, the Communists consider parties seeking support 
among certain elements of the working class, the middle strata in the cities, 
and the toiling peasantry, and laying claim to democracy, as possible and 
necessary allies in the combat for democracy and socialism# That is why it 
devotes so much effort to bring about their agreement for now and for the 
future• 


(b) The role of the political parties may be evaluated by their pro¬ 
grams and especially by their actual behavior in the face of the various 
political problems and questions that affect the vital interests of -the 
various social classes# 



Does the conduct of a given political party serve the interests of 
the bourgeoisie or those of the working class and the people? Facts and 
life itself answer this question# 

The workers and democrats judge and will in the future judge the 
various democratic parties according to their behavior in the great combat 
that opposes in France the forces of democracy and those of reaction, and 
the way in which they will help them achieve their profound aspirations, 
and free themselves from the material, political, and spiritual hindrances 
which the monopolies and their power shackle them with* 

The Socialist Party is at the side of the CP in its opposition to 
Gaullist power. This corresponds to the workers 1 interest# But what is against 
their interests and the aspirations of a growing number of them, is that the 
policy of the Socialist Party continues to be dominated by its refusal to 
orient itself toward a truly democratic solution of the present situation 
in France, as is evidenced by the conditions under which the Defferre can¬ 
didacy in the presidential election was presented, his contradictory po¬ 
licy as regards municipal elections, and his refusal to achieve generalized 
joint action with the CP and to elaborate a coniaon program for a new policy# 
Such an attitude plays into the hands of Gaullist power and obscures the 
democratic prospect in the eyes of the popular masses# 

The salvation of the working class and of France requires that the 
lessons be drawn from the experience lived by our people, and that the lea¬ 
ders of the Socialist Party break away from methods and practices of the 
past and orient themselves resolutely toward unexclnsive union of the labor 
and democratic forcess this is the need urgently dictated by life itself# 

Lessons of the Past 


The Communist Party conceives collaboration among the democratic 
parties today and tomorrow as the establishment of close relationships 
based on the parties' equality of rights and duties, on mutual respect, and 
on a common will to apply unfailingly, with the active support of the people, 
the political, economic, social, and cultural measures elaborated and decided 
jointly in the interest of the various social classes and strata struggling 
for democracy and subsequently for socialism# 

In the frameitfork of collaboration established on such bases, an 
eventual minority would thus enjoy at every moment and at every stage the 
necessary guarantee of respect for its legitimate rights# 

Comrade Quilliot expressed some anxiety in one of his Populaire art¬ 
icles# Ke feared that in any cooperation between the Communist and Socialist 
Parties, which we advocate, the latter's role might be reduced to purely and 
simply applying the orientation and decisions of the CP. 

"This text," wrote Quilliot (referring to the part of the 1?th Cong¬ 
ress's resolution that spells out the position of the French CP on collabor- 



ation among the democratic parties), "is seen in a fearful light if we 
consider the Party 1 s famous scientific doctrine. It affirms the correctness 
of its views on all major problems. V/hat conclusion can we draw from that? 

"The modalities of collaboration will thus logically be established 
by it alone, and the 'collaborators* will be requested to merely submit to 
the evidence* They will bring their stones, but the building’s plans and 
the scientifically elaborated building methods will not be in their sphere* 1 

Our Party's past and present practice belies such assumptions* 

Indeed, the collaboration of democratic parties which it proposes 
is not a new thing in the history of France. It has been achieved already 
twicei at the time of the Popular Front in 1935-38 and at the Liberation, 
from 1944 to '47. 

The CP also was inspired by its scientific doctrine at those times* 

At those times, too, the CP believed that the Party, espousing KarxisuwLen- 
inism, had an essential part to play in the struggle for socialism* This 
did not prevent the other democratic parties, its allies, of bringing their 
full contribution to the elaboration of the joint program* The Communists 
remained faithful to the commitments made in common, whether in the Popular 
Front or in the National Resistance Committee’s program* 

Our Party does not lose sight of the fact that at all stages it is 
the mass movement that decides everything* That is why it ascribes so much 
importance to the union and cooperation of all democratic parties, and in 
the first place, of the Communist and Socialist Parties* 

Collaboration by democratic parties does not imply that any one party 
must purely and simply adopt the whole program and policy of another party* 

Cooperation mst be achieved on bases acceptable to all the forces 
belonging to the common front. The program that is to seal the alliance and 
serve as a basis for collaboration must be freely and democratically dis¬ 
cussed and negotiated on a footing of equality. None of the components of 
the alliance must claim to impose its own program and face its eventual 
partners with an ultimatum* 

Such was the concept of the French CP as regards the collaboration of 
democratic parties whm the Communists were "weak" in 1935* Bases of the 
collaboration were the result of free negotiation* It is not superfluous to 
recall under what conditions the 1935 Popular Front program was elaborated. 

Anxious to isolate the large capitalist monopolies and to reach a 
compromise in accordance with the interests and profound aspirations of the 
various social strata associated within the Popular Front, and without giv¬ 
ing up its fundamental objectives, our Party advocated a program based on 
the immediate economic and political demands of the working class, tolling 
peasantry, and popular masses* 



Socialist leaders then opposed these proposals, which they deemed 
too moderate and lacking any "socialist measure." Up to the end they tried 
to impose their own program. 

And it was finally thanks to the unitary spirit inspiring the French 
CP that an action program acceptable to all democratic forces was elaborated. 

A Basis of Discussion 


The same concern inspired our Party at the time of elaborating the 
CNR program under the occupation. 

And the same concept inspires it today, at a time when it influences 
the majority of the French working class. The draft program for renovating 
the political institutions and national life, which our Party elaborated as 
early as 1959 and proposed to the other democratic parties, was never pre¬ 
sented to its eventual partners as a program "to take or leave" but as a 
basis for discussion, the French CP's contribution to elaboration of a pro¬ 
gram common to all the democratic parties. Unfortunately the leaders of the 
Socialist Party have so far rejected these discussion proposals. 

Their whole practice demonstrates that while the socialist leaders 
show a keen concern for "equality," it does not yet extend to recognizing 
the CP's equal rights. 

To present the Defferre candidacy as an ultimatum and impose it on 
the other democratic parties, placed without discussion before the alterna¬ 
tive of "taking or leaving" t is this how the leadership of the Socialist 
Party conceives equality among the democratic parties? It is normal that the 
socialists should intend to manage the city halls of townships where they are 
in the majority. But to refuse the management of city halls to the Communists 
in townships where the latter by far command the majority of the leftist 
votes: is this how the socialist leaders conceive democracy and equal rights 
among democratic parties? 

Demand for the equality of parties must not be a one-way matter. Col¬ 
laboration among the democratic parties implies the recognition by all part¬ 
ners of equality of duties and rights for all. 

Achievement of the broadest possible unity of the working class and 
of all social strata interested in building socialism is the most desirable 
prospect for the building of socialism in France. 

It is because it is anxious to enable the working class to accomplish 
its historical mission under the most favorable conditions, and the French 
people to reach more quickly and easily a radiant future of well-being, 
freedom, independence, and peace, that our Party regards as highly desirable 
collaboration with the democratic parties, and primarily, with the Socialist 
Party, during the transition from capitalism to socialism. 
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11 Opposition 11 to What? 


As the building of socialisn in France still lies in the future, it 
is of course not possible to foresee all the peculiar forms it will assume. 

Collaboration among the democratic parties following the conquest of 
power by the working class and its allies will be cooperation between par¬ 
ties under new conditions. 

The building of socialism with several parties means that several 
parties will constitute the majority, and at least the Communist and Social¬ 
ist Parties f both of which have socialism as their purpose. That is why it 
is rather surprising to see Comrade Quilliot question us about a "minority* 
as if he considered the socialists as future members of a minority. 

Indeed he perceives in our desire to cooperate with the "parties 
collaborating in the construction of socialism" a "reservation" which causes 
him to have fears for the "minority* and the "opposition#" "The Communist 
Party allows no opposition," he states. 

What "minority" and "opposition" does Comrade have in mind? 

Does he mean the dispossessed exploiters, the handful of politicians, 
policemen, and other agents of the upper bourgeoisie? 

Under penalty of accepting to be overthrown without resisting, it is 
obvious that the new proletarian rule may be led to use constraint toward 
the counterrevolutionary minority if it sets about fomenting plots to restore 
the domination of capital. Such an eventuality was envisaged by Guy Kollet 
himself in 1951* recognizing that after the workers 1 seizure of power the 
former expiating classes might rebel and sabotage the new regime, he stated 
"that the proletariat, during the period necessary for economic and social 
transformation, might, in the name of the majority previously affirmed, es¬ 
tablish a dictatorship for the necessary length of time." 

But if by "minority" or "eventual opponents" Comrade Quil31ot means 
certain elements of the working class or middle strata which might have 
some hesitations about certain pleasures necessary for the complete building 
of socialism, then the problem is different, 

French Communists are guided by Marx's teaching; in his Criticism of 
Gothab Program he rejects the idea according to which "all the other classes 
(other than the bourgeoisie — Editor) form a single reactionary mass" before 
the working class. It is absurd, he says, to see the middle classes, together 
with the bourgeoisie and feudals asj'a single reactionary mass before the 
working class" (Editions Sociales /Social Publications/*, page 27). 

They determine their attitude according to the known recommendations 
of all — Marx, Engels, and Lenin — who find that the construction of social¬ 
ism cannot take place without a strong alliance between the working class and 



the middle strata of cities and countryside 


It is in collaboration with these social strata and the parties that 
represent them, and not against them, that the French CP intends to find 
the solutions required by the development of productive forces and the econ¬ 
omic evolution, and take measures that have reached a mature stage, both as 
regards the complete suppression of capital 1 s domination thanks to national¬ 
ization and other measures, and solution of problems that concern them direc¬ 
tly. 

Forms of Cooperation 


Will cooperation between democratic parties for the construction of 
socialism assume in France the same forms as in the peoples 1 democracies 
bom after the Second World War? 

To this question the 17th Congress gave an unambiguous answer of 
principle. 

"There is no doubt," the resolution stated, "that at the time of the 
transition of new countries to' socialism, the unity and alliance will assume 
new and original forms." 

Such an eventuality is particularly possible for France. 

After the conquest of power by the working class and its allies, col¬ 
laboration between democratic parties will of course assume a new character. 
One cannot validly reason about the eventual evolution of things during that 
period by freezing society, the parties, and their positions as they now are. 

The forms of cooperation of the democratic parties at the time of 
transition from capitalism to socialism will be influenced by the forms that 
unity and the alliance will have assumed during the preceding phase; they 
will reflect France's national reculiarities; they will also be influenced 
by the international conditions under which the problem of the socialist 
reorganization of society will present itself. 

The CP has no intention of imposing its views on the other parties, 
its allies in the construction of socialism, bit of seeking with them at 
every stage the most favorable solutions for carrying on. 

Collaboration between parties during the period of transition from 
capitalism to socialism does not preclude the appearance and existence of 
controversies between the parties cooperating in the joint task. 

During the period of transition from capitalism to socialism, a fierce 
struggle opposes the working class to the bourgeoisie, enemy of socialism; 
differences of opinion are also possible and even inevitable between the 
strata interested in the final abolition of capital's domination and the 
parties that represent them, concerning the means of building socialism, 
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the rate of evolution, and the shape to be assumed by the economic, political, 
and social reforms. 

Attachment to small-scale production, the force of habit, persistence 
of the influence of bourgeois ideology among some social strata, the pres¬ 
sure of the overthrown bourgeoisie still having some means — all this can¬ 
not help but generate hesitations and differences of opinion among them. 

While transition to socialism occurs according to general laws valid 
for all countries, the fact nonetheless remains that in each country the 
construction of socialism assumes an original aspect in accordance with the 
traditions and the national, economic, and political peculiarities of the 
country# The existence of original tasks cannot help but create differences 
of opinion regarding the means and methods to perform them# 

Far from fearing exchange a nd the struggle of ideas, the Communists 
regard them on the contrary as necessary, as an essential element of progressi 
frank public discussion, open and unhindered, on all questions, with the 
broadest participation of the masses, is one of the essential means whereby 
novelty can make itself a path and society advance# 

With collaboration the democratic parties will overcome differences 
through discussion, exchange of ideas, and frank and open debate before and 
with the popular masses# It is obvious that debate and discussion for pro¬ 
gress imply not only the legal existence of democratic parties, which is 
one of the means of organizing it, but also the possibility for these parties 
to express themselves freely either through the use of their own means of ex- 
pression (the press) or that of those belonging to the nation (radio and TV)# 

Such discussions, carried on with a spirit of responsibility, between 
partners associated in the accomplishment of a joint task and equally desirous 
of advancing toward progress, but differing as regards the means or tempo of 
reforms to apply, will make it possible to elaborate solutions and compromises 
acceptable to all, at every stage of the transition from capitalism to social¬ 
ism# 

It Is up to the People of France to Decide 

Dealing with the matter of organizing elections after establishment of 
dictatorship of the proletariat, Comrade Quilliot speaks out against the 
system of "single list" and "blocked" vote as it is practised in the peoples 1 
democracies of eastern Europe# 

We know that in those countries all parties represented in the govern¬ 
ment are for historical reasons grouped within a same organization (Popular 
Front, Patriotic Front, etc#) and take part in elections within, the frame¬ 
work of that organization# 

Such a system, he maintains, leads to "facade unanimity* l Such an 
affirmation is of course debatable# If in every phase of building the new 
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society there is actual agreement between parties on the main lines of 
the task of construction, it is hard to see indeed how agreement among them 
for the presentation of candidates on the same list constitutes facade una¬ 
nimity* 


However t is it mandatory for this to hold true always in the future 
in all countries, in particular in France, while international conditions 
will be different and the conquest of political power from the bourgeoisie 
will have taken place in class combats whose circumstances will be different 
from those existing at the birth of the peoples' democracies? 

It is not possible today to define precisely the modalities of organ¬ 
izing elections in the future, all the more since those modalities will not 
express solely the will of the CP, but will be decided by all the democratic 
parties and will depend on conditions at the time* 

However, if the domination of monopolistic capital has been overthrown 
in the country, the democratic parties' unity of action has led them to ad¬ 
here unreservedly to the new system, and all means available to the state are 
resolutely used to combat the forces trying to restore capitalistic domina¬ 
tion, it is quite conceivable — with international conditions even more 
favorable than today to the building of socialism that new forms of co¬ 
operation between the democratic parties may develop among the people and 
the parliament and reveal themselves during elections and in assemblies 
in a different way from that in countries that have already entered on the 
stage of socialism* 
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SPEECH HI JGERGEN VOGT TO THE ELEVENTH CCHGHESS 
OF THE NORWEGIAN COMMJNIST PARTI 


Following is a translation of a speech by Joergen Vogt 
entitled, Tor a Renewal and Expansion of Democracy* 1 , In 
the Norwegian-language daily newspaper Friheten (Freedom), 
of the Communist Party of Norway, Oslo, ^7 and 29 March 
1965, pp 2, h, 8 and h, 7 respectively. 


We have had comprehensive debates before this Party Congress, 
both in the organizations within the Party and in the party news¬ 
papers. Important problems have been considered, and a number of 
opposing and contradicting views have been advanced. Some comrades 
have held views against which others have reacted strongly. Some 
people want to construe this open and free debate as a sign of confu¬ 
sion within the Party. Those who take this view are rather confused 
themselves. It is necessary for a party that is alive and that does 
not want to ossify in dogmas and out-dated notions to have an open 
and free debate. One has to accept that views that one is deeply in 
disagreement with are advanced in this debate. Through discussions we 
shall find the foundations for our work that our time’s reality of¬ 
fer us. Through that we shall create the necessary unity, We do 
not need the "Monopolistic unity" that is often presented as a cha¬ 
racteristic trait of a Communist Party, which is usually created by 
means of disciplinary measures. We need the unity in action that is 
created through comradely discussions and exchanges of views. In the 
debate between comrades with strongly opposing opinions, views that 
I disagree with strongly have appeared, but unrealistic standpoints 
can only be overcome through a debate that aims at convincing, main¬ 
tained the Norwegian Communist Party's (hereafter NKP) political se¬ 
cretary, Joergen Vogt, in the main introductory speech at the Party 
Congress that began yesterday. 

The main purpose of the Party Congress is to carry on the pro¬ 
cess that is taking place in the Party aimed at overcoming errors 



and weaknesses in the past, as well as becoming that power in the 
Norwegian labor movement and in Norwegian politics to which we are 
destined, We will not be able to solve at this Party Congress all 
questions and problems that are raised, but it may be an important 
step on the road and it may imply a renewal. We have to consider 
the past, too, our own past. But that must not be an end in itself. 
We must here, as Loevlien emphasized in his opening speech, first and 
foremost occupy ourselves with what is to take place now and in the 
future. We may then build on both positive and negative experiences, 
and have as a foundation our analysis of the realities of the present 
time and as a perspective we must have the aims that are laid down 
in our program, 

iilCP has before this Party Congress been subjected to many 
kinds of appraisals and analyses in bourgeois and Social Democratic 
newspapers. This Party Congress is viewed with great interest. This 
tells us that NKP is a factor that must be reckoned with. 

We live in a world that is in continual change. Conditions 
in Norway have also changed considerably. A realistic policy must 
build on the reality as it is and as it changes. Our task is to 
encourage a change in conformity with our socialist aims. In our 
program and in the material that the secretariat sent out for de¬ 
bate before this Party Congress there are comprehensive analyses of 
the development, both in the world and in our present-day Norwegian 
society, of the class conditions and trends in the development. 

We Must Free Ourselves From Old Patterns of Thought and 

Method, 


We always say that we build on Marxism-Leninism. But this can 
easily become an empty phrase, a cliche. We must be clear about what 
it implies, and here is also the main ideological division between 
us and the two Social Democratic parties we have in Norway today. In 
the discussion in the International Communist Movement one often 
encounters the slogan ’pure Marxism-Leninism * • This purity is ex¬ 
plained in very different ways, and we do not become wiser. Marx 
and Lenin and other classics are often quoted, but many times the 
quotes are used apart from their concrete background. This easily 
leads to pure dogmatism and to theology. But Marxism-Leninism are 
not theological and dogmatic axioms. It is a live guide to action 
in the concrete situation. I shall not try here to give a complete 
table of contents of Marxism-Leninism, but only point to certain 
main ideas that I consider important and essential. First and fore¬ 
most, the doctrine of the class struggle, the classes’ fight as the 
mainspring behind history, and the decisive role of the working c Xaso 
in the transition from capitalism to socialism. Here we separate 
decisively from the Social Democratic ideology, which maintains 
that the era of class struggle is past. Events have shown that 



this is not so. The existence of classes consists in the different 
relations to the means of production. One may or may not like the 
class struggle, but it exists, depending on this real contrasting 
relation. 

Classes and class struggle are not abolished by a greater 
equality in dress and an equalization in living conditions, but the 
class struggle may adopt new forms. We build our activity on the 
realization of the existence of the classes and the class struggle 
until the abolishment of the class society through a socialist 
social order. The analysis that is given in our program and in 
our materials on the class conditions in Norway is therefore also 
basic* It has led to the aim of gathering the whole working people 
to common struggle against the common enemy: monopoly capital, or 
“Big Business" if we are to use this more common, but, scientifi¬ 
cally speaking, less exact expression. 

Reiulf Steen has in his commentary on our material found our 
use of the word Monopoly capitalism 1 too dogmatic. This des¬ 
cribes exactly the attitude of the Social Democrats, they do not see 
the real class conditions, they therefore also in their poliqy 
collaborate with, instead of fighting against, 'big business 1 • With^ 
out holding on to the fact of the classes and the class struggle, 
one falls into principle-less opportunism. People complain today 
about the lack of class-consciousness among the working people 
as a corollary to the development of prosperity. But the class in¬ 
stinct is nevertheless intact and alive. The stronger consciousness 
cannot be beaten into people; it comes with the experiences in the 
class struggle itself. 

Another main point in Marxism-Leninism as I see it is the social¬ 
ist aims, i.e., the society taking over the means of production as 
the basic prerequisite, both for a really planned economy, production 
as a response to human needs, for abolishment of one person's ex¬ 
ploitation of another, for building humanism, the social, cultural, 
and democratic goods that are part of socialism's [Translator's note: 
line left out] to be a dogmatic compulsory being. Reiulf Steen finds 
our concern with the conception of property insignificant. But it is 
after all basic to the condition of power in society. We most not 
cover this up by sticking to single surface considerations. Ve cannot 
accept the thesis that socialism is that which the party that oalls 
Itself socialist at any one time means by the term. There most be a 
clear and unambiguous content in the aims. 

An important part of Marxism-Leninism is the doctrine of the 
necessity of a labor party, an organised power that is conscious of the 
Ism of the development of society, and hence can show the my. 



Lastly, some of the most Important aspects of Marxism-Lenin¬ 
ism are that they teach us to perceive reality in order to change 
it* Reiulf Steen has in his commentary pointed to the new think¬ 
ing and re-evaluation that, among others, the Italian CP is respon¬ 
sible for* It is true that there is much useful knowledge to be 
gathered there* In present-day Italy, people build realistically 
on reality, but th^y have not thrown out the basic features of Mar¬ 
xism-Leninism that I have mentioned: The class struggle and 
the doctrine of the classes, the clear definition of socialist aims, 
etc. Their line is exactly to get the widest gathering of the work¬ 
ing people against their common enemy, monopoly capital. We feel 
strongly that we agree with our Italian comrades, but we have so 
far barely started. 

In our program we have laid down a main line which aims at 
avoiding thinking and acting in reference to conditions that no 
longer exist, to free ourselves from old patterns of thought and 
methods that are not.applicable in Norway today* For some of us — 
especially the older ones of us who have worked for the Party 
for more than 40 years — it may oftentimes be difficult. The 
old patterns of thought and methods have become parts of us* 

But the Party united must find the path in order to free itself 
from the restrictive thinking in terms of cliches, and in doing so, 
it must not throw the baby out with the bath water. 

Wo may say that for NKP the adoption of the new program 
was the greatest event of the]p63 Party Congress. It is still too 
little known, too little recognized. We are at present in our work 
still not on a level with the program. What is, then, it*s main 
line? 

Based on the careful analysis of Norway today we set our¬ 
selves this problem: A peaceful way to socialism. This is nothing 
new, this was also the fundamental aim in 1945* Based on our con¬ 
ditions today — in our part of the world (it is different in many 
other countries) — we not only consider it possible, but the only 
possible path for us. The roads to socialism are different, 
based on the conditions and circumstances in the various countries. 
What was necessary earlier under different conditions does not have 
general validity for all countries at all times. A preliminary 
statement before the Austrian CP congress in May says: Apart from 
this orientation of the peaceful road to socialism, there is among 
us in Austria no orientation toward socialism. 

Reforms of a New Kind . 

The socialist transition can only come about as a result of* 
the working people*s own effort through mass movements. It is im¬ 
possible without struggle. The forms of struggle will also depend 
on the opponents, but our working hypothesis, which we aim at and 



according to which we make our arrangements, is the peaceful way* 

That of course does not mean that the masses outside parliament shall 
not be moving. It is surprising that Reiulf Steen questions our 
democratic inclinations because we speak in the program about a go¬ 
vernment that is to be supported by, among other things, an active 
people f s movement. It would be an infringement on democracy to limit 
it to the elected organs. It would be a lazy democracy if the people 
themselves were not active, especially in combatting the extra- 
parliamentary forces represented by the power of capital. 

The program presupposes and advances by stages, with 
clear aims. Its main content is exactly the same as the title of 
our material and which is the title of this introduction: For a re¬ 
newal and expansion of Democracy. It is carefully elaborated in 
our progran. The -Norwegian working people must in their struggle 
against monopoly capital and the reactionary forces enforce democra¬ 
tic structural changes that gradually limit the power of monopoly 
capital and thus imply expansion and renewal of donocracy. Natio¬ 
nalization of large banks and large corporations is an important 
step in this program. Eefore this, there may be other measures to 
limit monopoly capital's control over, among other things, the means 
of investment and finance. This is not socialism, but a step on 
the road when we follow it with a firm mind. There are reforms, 
but of a different kind than regular reforms. Some comrades get 
gooseplmples when they hear the word Reforms, 1 although the work 
of the Party for more than 40 years has consisted mainly cf the 
struggle for regular reforms, for betterment of social, economic, 
and cultural nature. KKP will still be devoting much time and 
effort to this; the struggle for current demands is a part of 
the class struggle. But what we are aiming at here are reforms 
of a new kind, reforms that will shift the power conditions 
in society. 

The struggle for democracy at the places of work, for the right 

to have a decisive say in running the factories, for representatives 
from the workers and functionaries at the helm must all be seen 
from the sane point of view. It is self-evident that any real 
say of the workers in the factories will lead to increased pro¬ 
duction, but it is not the problem of limiting the power of capital 
and expanding democracy that are the main points. 

Expansion of democracy, of the rule of the people, must 
also be concerned with political democracy, rules of election, re- 
ferendums, the people’s rule in the municipalities, etc. Here I 
point to the draft of the official statement. 

In all these questions a further elaboration is necessary, 
but the basic line is laid down. The struggle of the day is also 
concerned with maiy other problems. I have mentioned before the 
organization in the districts, and I also want to point to Loevlien’s 



statements. A solution of this problem (the problem of the rural 
districts) is closely linked to the problem of how society may 
achieve control over the sources of finance and investment. 

In our present-day projr-.ua it is important that we are able to 
put forth constructive solutions. It is not a question of "over¬ 
bidding ”• We will recognize what is positive in the proposals from 
the government and others. But this does not prohibit us from cri¬ 
ticising what is incomplete or what we find incorrect, but the 
criticism must be positive and we must advance our proposals rea¬ 
listically, i.e., so they nay create the right kinds of movements. 


Unity Is Developed Through Current Movements . 

With the perspective v/e have for the peaceful road to socia¬ 
lism, that is, a road without civil war and bloodshed, we must also 
consider the question of our unifying work. This work has, in dif¬ 
ferent forms and indifferent ways, been part of the activity of the 
party since its foundation. The program was differently formula¬ 
ted in 195 ^» when the main concern was with creating a new atmosphere, 
a new mentality in the relationships between us and the other parts 
of the labor movenent, especially within the unions. The hard an¬ 
tagonism that was created by the cold war had to be thawed. What was 
outlined in 195 ^ by the central committee has gradually given re¬ 
sults. It was an important, basic prerequisite for what has hap¬ 
pened later in connection with concrete events. 

I will not judge the past, or if the way we ran the work of 
unifying was wrong or tight based on conditions and assumptions 
of that time. But I will give an example to illustrate how the work 
of unifying once was conceived and which at any rate is not the 
pattern today, even though there are those in the Party who view 
it largely in the same way. The example is perhaps exaggerated, 
but this is to depict clearly what I think is wrong with the 
present situation. 

In 1928 when DNA [The Norwegian Labor Party 1 and the Social 
Democratic party were reunited, NKP tried — a a a counter move — 
to found a so-called "Working Class United Party." It was com¬ 
prised of NKP and some sympathetic unions. Whether this was a 

right move or not based on the situation at that time is not 
important in this context; it was perhaps a natural countermove. 
Tranmael called this party "the Galoshe Party", and that was 
most likely a correct description. The whole thing consisted 
of NaP, gathering around itself sympathizers and trying to make 
it into an organization. Galoshes are, of course, useful for 
their own purpose, and they may have served a purpose at that 
time. We have often also later spoken of demonstrations of 
unity, etc., when the unity consisted of activating the Party's 
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sympathizers — persons or organizations — on our foundations. 

It nay be useful, but the unity is only a galoshe unity. And 
it is not enough today with the perspective we have in our pro¬ 
gram; it is not enough, considering the large tasks the Norwe¬ 
gian labor class is faced with. But still it happens — both 
in action and in thinking — that we are satisfied with it. 

This conception of the policy of unity is often connected 
with the following formulas We advance suggestions and offers 
toward other parts of the labor movement of common cause and com¬ 
mon action in some form or other. Then this happens: When our 
suggestions and offers are turned down (and this is often counted 
on), the others have "revealed” themselves as enemies of unity. 

Such a poliqy of unity is a caricature, a silly "policy of un¬ 
veiling”. One thing is, such "unveilings" are very ineffective, 
most often they have the opposite effect of the one desired. 

And we are left without the result that should have been the 
purpose of the policy of unity: common action. The same goes 
for the "unveiling” that consists of name-calling and verbal 
abuse: treacherous right wing socialist bread-and-butter poli_ 
ticians, agents of the bourgeoisie, etc., in that vein. Nobody 
is won to our cause by this and it works to a large extent against 
its purpose. We have long ago stopped this kind of language in 
our documents, but much is still part of my good comrades* 
patterns of thought. This is a hindrance that we must overcome. 

For us today, the policy of unity is something very dif¬ 
ferent from the achievement of "galoshe unity”• 

The unity we must work for and also be prepared to sacri¬ 
fice for does not aim at a gathering on our basis and on our 
maxims and principal programmatic points of view. The unity 
must of course have a political class-oriented content, but it 
is not first and foremost a question of ours or the other party*s 
complete program and position. The problem is tn find the concrete 
content in the concrete situation which is cororaon and which may 
form the basis for common actions. We live.at a time when the main 
feature is the transition from capitalism to socialism. This is 
no flimsy dream in Norway or for the wor3d labor movement. We 
cannot be satisfied with propaganda for socialism. It is true, 
we must enlarge this, too, but this is not enough. The Norwe¬ 
gian workers movement must force through those steps that are 
of importance in a socialist transition. This is especially so 
in the area of expansion and renewal of democracy. We cannot 
be satisfied with having the true belief, the right point of view, 
that we are "saved". We state in our program that the struggle 
for the current demands as well as the struggle for peace and a 
democratic development and the struggle to carry through socia¬ 
lism are a matter for the whole working class and all its parties. 
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Tnerefore, we now put the question of unity in a different way 
than that of "galoshe unity 11 • 

Me are fortunate in this country in having a unified 
union novement. What this means in comparison to other countries 
with a severely split union organization we must not underesti¬ 
mate. This gives us a solid basis for our policy of unity. 

It helps little to preach about unity. It is in current 
movements that it can be developed. It is the actions in real 
life that count. It is only through the experiences in life that 
the acknowledgment of our principal correctness in comparison with 
the Social Democratic ideology about class cooperation may 
grow. There is in the Norwegian workers movement much cultivated, 
mutual lack of confidence among those who belong to different 
parties. It is an important task of ours to overcome this con¬ 
dition. 3ut if we are to win the confidence of those we want 
to cooperate with in common action, we must show that we have 
confidence in than, that we believe they act according to an 
honest train of thought, without tricks, even if their understand¬ 
ing has not reached the point we should wish. Ideological strug¬ 
gle must continually be carried out, ideological enlightenment 
is necessary, but different points of view, both in ideology 
and concerning many important current political questions, must 
not prevent the preparation of the foundation of common action, 
where one can find common aims and agree upon common procedures. 

Recent years have given us opportunities to show in action 
that we are honest in our policy of unity, that it is not merely 
M tactics 11 . At the last Party Congress, Just Lippe quoted some 
words by Dimitrov, a wise advice: M It is not the mass move¬ 
ments that are to serve the Party, it is the Party that is to 
serve the mass movements. And if the Party is a good servant 
it will win the confidence and authority in the struggle. It 
anchors itself in the masses and becomes stronger n . 

Ue have had occasion in the past period to show whether 
we were prepared to follow this advice, and by and large we can 
say that we passed the test. This was in the anti-nuclear wea¬ 
pons movement and especially in the mighty people f s movement 
against Norway joining the Common Market. A test was also our 
position during the government crisis in 1963# In these situa¬ 
tions we went beyond an abstract stage of propaganda in the work 
of unity. It was real, concrete politics. 

A Worker’s Front As Unified As Possible . 

In our relations with SP (Socialist People’s Party), we 

have similar programs in regard to most questions, but there is 
of course a difference. We were, for example, critical of SF’s 
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tactics in the government crisis. As we can point to differen¬ 
ces between us and other parties, other parties may of course 
also do this in their relations to us. But does all this dif¬ 
ference make it impossible to cooperate in matters where agree¬ 
ment may be achieved? Does this make it impossible to coopera¬ 
te, for example, in a parliamentary election with the purpose of 
avoiding a bourgeois majority? We have in our declarations on 
this point answered 'No 1 . We believe it is possible. It is not 
a question of co-operation based on DKA's program or SF's or 
our own program, but based on a central task in a real situation: 
to prevent a bourgeois majority. That, too, gives a political 
content# 

It is necessary in this situation to see the whole matter 
from a clear point of view. We — and I mean all three labor 
parties — must seek to tear ourselves away from narrow party 
positions and dogmatic points of view. A number of unions have 
called upon the parties to at least discuss — centrally and 
locally — the question of finding forms of cooperation. We have 
replied positively to the invitations that have been sent to us 
and we believe that there are still possibilities for reaching 
certain positive solutions. 

The discussion in the Party has mainly been concerned 
with one aspect of the forms of cooperation, namely the different 
possibilities concerning our lists of candidates (at elections). 
Some very different opinions have emerged; to mention the extremes: 
NKP ought to set up lists in all districts where agreements 
according to our suggestions cannot be achieved. NKP ought to 
set up lists only where we have a fair chance of gaining man¬ 
dates. Both these positions are in ny opinion unsuitable as a 
general guideline for us. 

First and foremost, the question of a worker's front as 
unified as possible is not unilaterally dependent on us. It 
is just as dependent on the other parties and their attitudes. 

All have their responsibility and none of the parties can push 
their particular responsibility over on the others. None of 
the par ties can claim a monopoly of political action in the 
labor movement, nor in its left wing. It would be an advantage 
if all would recognize this and be open to practical solutions, 
as, for example, the organization of elections and the concrete 
conditions required In the separate electoral districts# 

The questions are not made entirely clear. Strong for¬ 
ces work for solutions that, without discrimination against any¬ 
body, can give the desired result# We ought therefore at this 
Party Congress not finally agree on measures that may block 
later unified moves, but continue our efforts in accordance 
with the common view of the working people, no matter what party 



they belong to. 

The International Divergences in Opinion, 

The divergences in opinion and the struggle within the 
International Communist Movement have worried us a great deal. 
Divergences in opinion and different outlooks are of course na¬ 
tural. Discussions of both ideological and current political 
problems are healthy and necessary. The conditions in the various 
countries and the circumstances of the struggle ars different 
and may lead to different points of view. What has worried 
us is the change from comradely discussion to oftentimes mali¬ 
cious polemics, with hurt feelings and accusations, and especially 
that the divergences in opinion also have affected the relations 
between socialist states. The Central Committee considered these 
questions for the first time at its meeting in January 1563 and 
agreed on a statement, where wc made explicit our position in 
regal’d to the most important questions that were being debated: 
war and peace, peaceful coexistence, and the peaceful road to 
socialise Our view on those questions na8 further refined in 
our new program that was adopted at the Party Congress in April 
1963* To us it was not a question of who was right, but what in 
our opinion was right. We have thus all the time disregarded 
the setting up of the problem that especially the bourgeois 
press wanted us to accept: Moscow or Peking. Cur stand in 
the ideological-political questions was clear enough. But for 
us it has been essential and important whether we could do any¬ 
thing to oppose a development that made the opposing factions 
more bitter and hostile, a development that could lead to a split# 
We saw our task as giving our contribution to rebuild unity. In 
our statement in January, 1963* we pointed to the fact that all 
CP ! s stand on a common ground. In a new statement from the Cen¬ 
tral Committee in October, 1963. we said concerning this: M What 
unites us is far more important and more essential than what se¬ 
parates us in our views on certain questions, even if these que¬ 
stions are of large consequence in current politics." Based 
on this point of view, vie have in our statements, in letters to 
brother parties, and in conversations with representatives from 
brother parties sought to give our contribution to rebuilding 
the unity in the international movement; a unity that is so de¬ 
cisive in the development of the world today. We have seriously 
urged the stopping of the kind of polemics which we have witnessed, 
and that all parties ought to be willing to meet with each other* 
to discuss the problems in a quiet and comradely way. We have 
also put forward concrete ideas about how the road to the rebuiXd- 



ing of unity nay be found. 

The question of calling a new international conference 
of the CP’s (like those of 1957 and I960) has been raised. We 
have been for such a conference, but on certain conditions: It 
must be carefully prepared and it must comprise all parties to 
serve the main purpose, nanely that of unity. This we etaphasized 
already in January 1963» and later we liave stuck to it. 

It must be said that our views have not always been net 
with the desired understanding. Some brother parties have main¬ 
tained that we should adopt "clear" stands and throw ourselves 
into the struggle. We can, however, ascertain with satisfaction 
that the views that we have championed finally have been adopted 
by many people, and are now shared by many parties. In the com¬ 
munique from the consultative meeting in Moscow at the beginning 
of this month, a meeting in which 19 parties took part, expres¬ 
sions that are practically identical with ours were used. The 
meeting was of a consultative nature, not an editorial committee 
as was the original plan. This changed character we have rea¬ 
son to hail with satisfaction. The committee also emphasized 
the independence of the individual parties, which we have set up as 
a prerequisite for unity. "The unity must be based on different 
concrete political possitions; based on differences and full in¬ 
dependence for the different countries," Togliatti said in his 
memorandum. The communique presupposes a careful preparation of 
a new international conference that has no deadline in which to 
take place. It favors continual exchanges of opinions through 
consultations between the parties and the cessation of the open 
polemics of an unfriendly and upsetting nature. I believe we 
have reason to be satisfied with the results of this consulta¬ 
tive meeting. 

Fidel Castro in a speech a week ago dissociated himself 
sharply from the inner struggle in the Communist World Movement. 
When the imperialists attack and become more aggressive, the 
hair-splitting discussions have no purpose, he said. Further: 

We have a sufficient instinct to understand that this split weakens 
the socialist camp, hurts the Conmunist World Movement, and only 
serves the enemy. One cannot fight and work when revolutionaries 
attack each other and call names. There is a strong appeal in 
this speech supporting the atmosphere and the spirit that the 
meeting of the 19 parties came out in favor of. We will hope 
that this road will be used increasingly in the future. 

Having a new conference of the CP's of the capitalist 
countries in Europe, similar to the one that was held in Rome 
in 1959t has been talked about for some time. That one was very 
useful and gave us impulses and inspiration. The CP's in Western 
Europe have many common problems and development gives rise to 



continual new problems. An exchange of experiences and points of 
view should be very useful. There is also basis for joint action 
in current questions by our parties. The organisation of such 

a conference of the West European parties has been postponed be¬ 
cause of the possibilities for a new international conference. 

It ought to be held as soon as possible. That will also be in 
accordance with suggestions from the meeting of the 19 parties 
about contact between the parties, and it is of special importance 
regionally. 

A Brave Policy Is necessary. 

A party is not an end in itself. It is a tool to reach 
an end. And the CP is a necessary tool. Nobody is perfect. Mary 
mistakes in IIKP's activities throughout the years can be pointed 
to, but they should not be exaggerated and made larger than they 
in fact have been. What happened must always be seen in relation 
to the reality as it existed then. And we must not reconstruct 
it incorrectly. The past must be made clear and many myths can 
then be dispelled. Eut to us today it is essential to build up 
the party and make it able to carry on a right policy in relation 
to the present reality. 

Tlie situation today requires a brave policy for EKP as wel3- 
as for other CP's. We have a large responsibility for the future 
of our people because we — thanks to the basis we have in the 
working class movement — can see the connections and can give 
the perspective for the development of society. We must feel that 
responsibility. 

Togliatti pointed out in his memorandum that most CP's 
in the capitalist countries limit themselves to propaganda work 
and thus have little influence in the political life of the coun¬ 
tries. The possibilities for exerting such influence are of course 
larger for parties with a mass following, but in order to get 
that, it is necessary to overcome the limiting of ourselves to 
propaganda activities. It is easy to be satisfied with having 
the right view. It requires more to go beyond propaganda and a 
negative critical attitude. We have in the program and in the 
discussion material put many questions that aim dt constructive 
political activity. ’Chat remains is to work out many of these 
questions more concretely. We have started this work, but it 
requires much tine and effort. It is easy to say that it should 
be easy, it is not as easy to do it. 

The task of the Party — not least concerning the organi¬ 
zation in the districts — requires local initiative and local 
effort. 



I will finally quote Togliatti again— sane words that may 
be addressed to us: “Objectively, there are very good conditions 
for advancement for us, both in the working class and in society 
in general# But one must understand how to benefit from these 
conditions and how to exploit them# In order to do that, much 
political courage is required of the Communists; they must over¬ 
come ary form of dogmatism, grapple with new problems in a new 
way and solve them, adopt work methods that are suited to a po¬ 
litical and social milieu where continual and rapid changes occur.*' 

Do we have this political courage? Do we have sufficient 
boldness and agility? There are comrades who are afraid that we 
shall lose our identity, that we shall disappear in the unifying 
process# The reason for their fear is that they are devoted to 
the Party and this is a good and necessary property# But they 
ought not to be afraid# 

It is, as we say in the material, no contradiction between 
the effects of unity and the work to reinforce the Party. A 
strong Party gives the unifying irork greater possibilities. A 
correct and agile policy of unity will reinforce the face of the 
Party and bring it out of isolation# There will always be dangers. 
It is dangerous to swim out into deep water, but if one does 
not take the risk, one remains sitting on the beach as a mere 
onlooker# ^nd a CP can never be satisfied with the role of the 
onlooker# 

To develop party life and to reinforce inner democracy 
is very important# There may be different opinions in regard 
to many problems, especially of a technical nature. 

7nis must be permitted. To discipline somebody because 
his opinions differ from ours is not a method we can use today. 

We must free ourselves from habitual thinking and show 
the courage, the political boldness that Togliatti wrote about. 

“I am convinced that our Party is strong enough for it. What 
gives us strength is our understanding. We are strong because 
we build on a solid foundation# We will get increased influence 
in the political life of the country if only we have the political 
courage for a renewal in accordance with the demands of the times. 
Devotion to the Party, a good party spirit is the basic property 
which must be part of all of us# 11 
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FOUR ARTICLES FROM LE DEBAT COMMUNISTEi 


1. Unity and Differences In World Conamnlsn 


[Following Is a translation of an article by P. Lareppe 
entitled, "Unity and Differences" In the French-language 
monthly Bulletin of the dissident communist "Amicale," 

Le Debat Communlste (The Communist Debate), No. 36, Paris, 
li> harch 1$65, pages 2-3.) 


Several times postponed, the preparatory meeting of 
a new conference of the world Communist movement, demanded 
with insistence by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, 
was finally held in the first days of March. 

Its declared objective has evolved greatly since the 
time when the direction of the PCF (Parti Communist 
Francals -- French Communist Party) saw in it a means of 
irremedial excommunication of the Chinese Communists. The 
meeting was held under the slogan of the unity of the 
world Communist movement, which is very praiseworthy be¬ 
cause this is a determinant condition tor the victorious 
march of socialism. 

Unfortunately, circumstances were very slightly con¬ 
ducive for positive results. Of the 26 brother parties 
Invited, 7 declined the invitation, and some others went 
there with the firm intention of opposing the convocation 
of a general conference insomuch as Sino-Soviet differences 
would not be ironed out. 

The only real unanimity which came from the prepara¬ 
tory meeting, with the condemnation of the aggressive raids 
of American imperialism on the Peoples Republic of Vietnam 
(whose. Party refused to participate in the conference in 
spite of the visit of Comrade Kosygin) was the practical 
establishment of the existence of diverse tendencies within 
the International Communist Movement. With all due respect 
to certain distressed minds, we think that this precisely 
was one of the most positive aspects of this meeting. And 
according to Marxist laws, it could not be otherwise. 

We are living in a world -of complete upheaval, where 
hundreds of millions of men have arisen to throw off the 
yokes and slavery which were weighing on them in forms as 
varied as these exploitations. 

Marx taught us, in his History of Human Societies. 
that peoples travel towards the same goal, but according 
to different conceptions, and under particular conditions. 
They alone can determine, as they advance, the most valu¬ 
able choice of means for the situation in which they must 
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struggle. This inevitably ends in a great diversity of 
conceptions• 

For us, Communists of the "Debate," it was with a 
real pleasure that we saw the article in Pravda on 4 
February 1965, in which, appreciating socii 1 democratic 
influence in the western worker movement, our Soviet com¬ 
rades declared: 

"The Communist Parties accept the existence of a 
growing variety of transitional forms towards Communism, 
and recognize the fact that certain socialists are coming 
closer to Communists on a number of problems, such as that 
of war and peace." 

This posthumous homage to our late Comrade 
Togliatti strikes us in the heart. It is very well to 
recognize in the Western Communist Movement not only the 
existence, but a?so grounds for a "liberal" tendency for¬ 
mally opposed to the dogmatic and sectarian conception of 
the PCF, openly hostile to the policy advanced by the 
Italian Communist Party. 

But this variety of transitional forms towards Coonunism 
Is presented not only in the West; it is manifested on a world- 
wide scale, particularly in Africa, South America, Southeast Asia, 
and China, where the big problems are very different. What does 
the thesis of peaceful coexistence represent to the Vietnamese or 
Congolese patriot at this moment, if not nonsense, an absurdity 
tantamount to capitulation to the aggressor? 

To wish to impose on these people in'the particular 
conditions of the present struggles a conception valid for 
Western peoples is to send them towards the Chinese 
Communist Party with the conceptions of revolutionary 
violence which are its own • • • and which also result 
from the difficult situation in which it must fight to 
build socialism. 

The search for a united front for the World Comrau- 
nist Movement at any price has ended with the two giants 
of the movement, the Soviet Communist Party and the 
Chinese Communist Party, trying to assure their hegemony 
in the International Movement. It is in this error coos’ 011 
to them that it is necessary to search for the source o£ 
polemics, scissions, and reciprocal excommunications, accord*- 
ing to the options of brother parties, which often deter*-* 
mine themselves more by reason of their geographic, poli.— 
tical, and economic situation than by reason of profound 
ideological choices. 

Diversity is the very image of our universe, as 
struggle of opposites is the symbol of life. How can tins 
World Communist Movement escape this law? It must subml^C 
to it in order to play its true historical role. 
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That does not mean that the various Communist 
parties of the world, finding themselves in different situ¬ 
ations, and being unable to find themselves in the 
same manner, must each go its own way, without being con¬ 
cerned with the general struggle of brother parties 
or the importance of the positions of Soviet or 
Chinese comrades. 

According to Marx, Lenin insisted on freedom of 
choice of socialist paths for each Party, according to its 
own criteria, which it could better analyze than all the 
others, but within a search for forms which permit com¬ 
bining this free determination with solidarity of the in¬ 
ternational movement. 

For the founder of the Third International, which 
encouraged the shock of ideas, the expression of diverse 
tendencies, the International was not a means of arbitrary 
and automatic determination, but a permanent connection for 
the combination of efforts, and for the exchange of ex¬ 
perience and criticisms under the equality of all the part¬ 
ners. 

Is it vain to think that we could establish what 
Lenin constructed, taking into account the conditions of 
our time and the hard experiences of Stalinism we have 
lived through in the Sino-Soviet conflict, in order to 
coordinate the efforts of all Communist parties with the 
independence of each of them and the solidarity of all? 

Within a new, profoundly democratic international, 
open to all those who are marching towards socialism, with 
freedom of tendencies useful to the common cause, I think 
that world Communists could march hand in hand towards 
greater and easier victories. 


10,069 
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2, Letter of the Communist Student's Union to the Central 
Committee of the French Communist Party 


[Following is a translation of a letter by the majority 
of the National Office of the Communist Student's Union, 
published in the French-language monthly Bulletin of the 
dissident communist "Amicale," Le Debat Communiste (The 
Communist Debate), No, 36, Paris, 15 March 1965, pages 14-15.] 


The text of the letter, some extracts of which we 
are publishing here, was published in pamphlet form (sent 
for 1 f in stamps). 

Written by the majority of the National Office of 
the UEC on 21 January 1965, this letter was ratified by 
the National Committee 22 to 17 (7 abstentions). 

The direction of the PCF, which judges such a vote 
in favor of a text elaborated by it to be democratic, says 
that the letter was adopted "the majority in favor." 


Comrades, 

Our National Office states that after weeks, a con¬ 
stant aggravation marks the reports of the UEC and of the 
direction of the Party. The problems arising between the 
direction of the Party and the UECF certainly do not date 
from today. But at the present, since the shelving of 
Comrade Khruschev, and with the approach of our Congress, a 
certain increasing number of facts prompt us to address 
this letter to you. 

Diverse measures have been put to work to disorganize 
and paralyze the UEC. They seem to want to "demonstrate" by 
a systematic sabotage of the UEC's activity that the policy 
of renewal coming from the Sixth Congress can only lead to 
failure. 

The UEC is being divided systematically between the 
"good" and the "evil," the "pro-party" and the "anti-party." 

Instead of making efforts to impose the idea of dis¬ 
cussion between all the members of the UECF considered to 
be Communists by everyone, the "tendency of the Central 
Committee," as is said, multiplies among the responsible 
people of the Party the tendency for meetings of a fractional 
nature organized among the "good" comrades at the heads of 
federations and sections. They are "preparing meetings," 
halting tactics, and writing texts outside the normal or¬ 
ganizations of the UEC; they are designating people "to 
pull down"; they are distinguishing the "retrievable" 
people, with whom it will be necessary to employ an 
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enticing offensive. 

At Bordeaux, for example, the last general assembly 
took place in the same atmosphere. The Secretary of the 
Party Federation, into the bargain a member of the Central 
Committee, started by "preparing" the General Assembly, 
meanthUe addressing to Party sections an inner memorandum 
in which he designated by name the members of the UECF's 
direction which it was necessary to "beat" at the elections. 

This gross interference in the functioning of a 
Communist youth organization was prolonged in the course of 
the General Assembly when the representative of the Party 
direction supported, in order to favor a change of direction 
of the UECF, practices most contrary to Communist democracy: 
declaring sound a non-statutary assembly (composed as a 
simple information assembly by some comrades not delegated 
by their respective circles), and declaring valid within a 
Communist organization vote by proxy : 

And what does the fact of striking at and expelling 
from the Party locals the comrade of the National Office 
who comes to Bordeaux to acquaint the Federal Secretary of 
the position of the UECF's National Office signify about 
the basis and about the conceptions held of relations be* 
tween the Party and Communist youth? 

At Toulouse, comrades in close liaison with the di¬ 
rection of the Party, without seeking to know the advice of 
the UEC's direction on the question of the Congress, with¬ 
out giving it means of explaining itself before the mili¬ 
tants, propose holding the secretaries of cities and sectors 
outside the National Committee of the UECF and deciding with 
them the date of a National Congress, and the forms of its 
preparation. 

Arbitrariness and violation of principles are thus 
becoming standard currency in a Communist youth organization 
where the adherents should to the contrary familiarize then- 
selves with all aspects of Communist democracy. 

Once again administrative measures are being substi¬ 
tuted for discussion. 

All processes are becoming normal for eliminating 
heretics. Thus the UEC direction must give up true 
battles so that in certain cities, in certain circles, its 
documents and its positions are even brought to the knowl¬ 
edge of the militants. 

Evidently such an atmosphere does not arise spontane¬ 
ously. 

In the month of May 1964, the National Office in¬ 
tended to have appear in Clarte (Light) an article by 
Comrade Togliatti. 
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Comrade R. Leroy made known Co us his total opposition to 
the appearance of this article, by reason of his disagree¬ 
ment with the opinions of the Secretary General of the 
Italian Communist Party. We immediately proposed that an 
article of a director of the Party give the positions of 
the latter beside those of the Italian Communist Party. 

The direction envisioned supplying this article only on 
the condition that it replace that of Comrade Togliatti. 

Having refused this "exchange," we found another 
"market": since Clarte was in great financial distress, an 
advance from the treasury of 3 million old francs would be 
made to the UEC if the National Office withdrew the article. 

The National Office estimated that no "merchandise" 
could replace the information to which we considered that 
the militants have the right concerning all problems, par¬ 
ticularly concerning those dividing the International 
Communist Movement. 

The National Office having confirmed its decision to 
see the newspaper appear, it was decided not to give to the 
UEC the type already made in the Party printshop. Then, as 
the newspaper was printed elsewhere, the director of the 
Party printshop toured the printshops of Paris and the 
suburbs. Having learned where Clarte was being printed, 

"all the pressures possible" were exerted on the printer to 
have him stop the printing. 

Today they are still trying to stop by any possible 
means the appearance of Clarte . We are not speaking of the 
subsidy that UEC is no longer receiving. But at present, 
they are even attempting to suppress Clarte's publicity. 
Presently the majority of organizations connected with the 
Party (bookstores, distributors, publishers, etc) are 
applying inadmissable discriminations against Clarte . 

Must one recall the sabotage of the dissemination 
of Clarte ? The packages of Clarte thrown into the Garonne 
or left out in the rain at the door of the Federation are 
now classic examples. 

The UEC is working in the surroundings of several 
hundreds of thousands of young people; the UEC is taking 
initiatives which involve thousands of students; never may 
a director of the UEC prepare, analyze, or comment on the 
initiatives in the central organ of the Party. In the month 
of December, the UEC succeeded with a very large political 
initiative, and gathered 6,000 students and intellectuals 
in Paris on the occasion of the debate: "What Can Literature 
Do?" 

Not a single member of the Central Committee, not a 
single director of the Paris Federation found it politically 
useful to be present at this public demonstration...and, how¬ 
ever, what a benefit the Party would have been able to gain 
from this manifestation' 
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The militants of the Party learned two days after 
the debate by a five-line note in the corner of a page that 
the magazine Clarte had assembled at the gathering a "numer¬ 
ous audience."" 

All the French and European press, however, mentioned 
this manifestation. The same attitude exactly had been 
adopted in 1963 at the time of the recital of the poet 
Evtouchenko. 

Yes, these disagreements exist, and we are not making 
a secret of it. But as for the questions they involve — no 
campaign of an administrative type can regulate them. If 
worst comes to worst, one could try to break the UEC, to 
regulate by an extraordinary mess the disagreements which 
have been posed for four years, a mess that would not regu¬ 
late the political problems we are posing. These problems 
call for true political debate and a common willingness to 
organize discussion, without this harming the activity of 
the organization, but to the contrary, to permit it to 
supply and multiply its activities. 

For what are we we debating, if it is not the con¬ 
crete appreciation of Stalinist deviation, the relationship 
between Stalinism and Democracy, the forms and content of a 
policy of unity, the place and forms of the ideological 
battle today, democracy within a Communist organization, the 
conception of a Communist youth organization, etc ? 

The problem of revolutionary paths is posed today to 
all Communists, not only because of the renewal which the 
conditions of our time impose, but because the Chinese 
Communists and a part of the International Communist Move¬ 
ment question the steps towards renewal which have been ac¬ 
complished since the Twentieth Congress. 

The fate of humanity depends, certainly, on the con¬ 
ditions of a world war today, on continual struggle and 
initiatives which the forces of peace and anti-imperialism 
will be capable of taking in the struggle for the inter¬ 
national detente. 

But, precisely on the spot, what initiatives must 
Communists take to make the detente progress beyond the 
partial success which the Treaty of Moscow represents ? 

This is a problem which it is necessary to resolve, and which 
calls forth notably a just appreciation of today's inter- 
imperialist contradictions which permit the insertion of 
the thrust of the forces of peace into the fissures of the 
imperialist bloc without putting these forces in the wake 
of one or the other of the policies which imperialism is 
developing. 

On all these questions, we think that an intense 
development of Marxist theory is necessary. 

The big problem posed to Communists, it seems to us, 
is first to decipher, in the most e^act fashion possible, 
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the reality on which the class struggle today is being 
grafted and developed. That leads us to ask the following 
question: must not the conditions in which the struggle of 
the working class and its allies is today developing in¬ 
volve a modification of the strategy and tactics of the 
revolutionary movement? 

How must one act to make protests transform them¬ 
selves into political will, and rid them of gaullism, to 
make the masses even intervene on the reality of the poli¬ 
tical scene, veritably to take their political destiny into 
their hands? 

The fundamental problem that we are posing is the 
following: how is the common program elaborated? What is 
its content? What objectives shall we fix on the anti¬ 
monopolist movement, and what means shall we give the move¬ 
ment so that it can succeed in this? 

In the same fashion that the Party's direction has 
already organized National Conferences on the work of 
Communists in business, among women, or on the work of 
Communists in the country, one could organize a national 
conference on work among the intellectuals, the object of 
which would be to discuss: 

— the place of intellectuals in the nation. 

— the problems posed in the different unions : studentq 
teachers, artists, etc; 

— the struggle for the reform of teaching; 

--the ideological battle and contemporary cultural 
phenomena. 

--connections of Conounist organizations with the 
mass of intellectuals. 

"We beg you not to receive this letter as a 
'weapon against the Party.' We beg you not to consider 
these reflections as coming from a group which would have 
taken by burglary the direction of the Union des Etudiants 
Communistes (Union of Communist Students). 
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3, ’France Nouvelle's False Reply and Jean Dru's True Reply 


to the Questions of the French Communist Students* Onion* 


[Following is a translation of an article by Pierre Teruel 
entitled, "France Nouvelle'a False and Jean Dru's True Reply 
to the Question of the Uffi" in the French-language monthly 
Bulletin of the dissident Comnunist "Amicale," Le Debat 
Comrauniste (The Communist Debate), No. 36, Paris, 15 'March 
1965, pages 22-23.] 


1 remember that, in the barracks in which the obliga¬ 
tory desire to serve had introduced me, now some years ago, 
it appeared to me after a short investigation that my 
sergeant-major and Z had some rather divergent, in fact 
antipathetic, views of disciplinary methods. I was congeni¬ 
tally liberal. He was not. This frame of mind is frequent 
among sergeant majors, but I was then ignorant of this, and 
I believed in the virtues of persuasion. Fond of logic, I 
made use of tried arguments which did not succeed in killing 
the churlishness of a few rare boot-lickers. I undertook, 
then, with the noble purpose of convincing him, a discussion 
with my sergeant major. Youth is presumptuous. Thus we 
gave ourselves over, he and I, to a photogenic duel. On my 
side, I had logic, and I enjoyed the sympathy of the second 
classes. I should have won. Unfortunately my adversary had 
at his disposal weapons of another kind, but tested and 
guaranteed by the government. Moreover, he belonged to the 
hierarchy, and I was only a bewildered civilian. Logic led 
me to prison, from which I could hear the strong voice of 
my sergeant-major following his apostolic mission as if I 
had never existed. In fact, for him, I no longer existed; 
the hierarchy had pronounced judgement, and the Law had 
crushed me. 

However, 1 continued to think that I had been 
thoroughly right, but that I had only been clumsy in form. 
Must I here avow that after many years I continued to 
think so? 

A Lenin understood otherwise, that a sergeant-major 
is by nature irrecoverable, and that one can only get rid 
of him at the price of a violent revolution. I should 
have foreseen that logic, intelligence, and honesty are one 
thing, and that the hierarchy, the machine, and discipline 
are another. 

Certainly, comparison is not Logic, and I know well 
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that the Leroys are not all sergeant majors. However, 
certain ones lack only the uniform. The letter of the 
National Office of the UEC reminds me a little of my 
approach, and the answer of the PCF (France Nouvelle -- 
New France -- No 1010) that of my sergeant - major: revolu¬ 
tionary ardor against the old apparatus, youth and its 
errors against sclerosis and its vices. Not a discussion, 
but a dialogue between deaf people. 

However, in spite of tactical errors, young people 
are right, fundamentally, to call for internal democracy. 
Their boycotted newspaper, Clarte (Light), their stifled or 
misrepresented voices; victims of the most shameful maneuvers, 
what can these young people do if not ask of the direction 
of their Party a clear denunciation of Stalinism, respect 
for the facts of democratic centralism, and a true return 
to Leninism? Is it criminal to ask for discussion? If 
these young people have effected their approach in the form 
we know of, is it their fault? In a truly Leninist party, 
where centralism does not hold sway over internal democracy, 
the questions which our young comrades posed would have in¬ 
volved a fraternal discussion and would have found an answer. 
We would not have witnessed this regrettable spectacle: 
two newspapers of the Communist Party allowing the public to 
witness their divergences. Even the fact that France Nouvelle deigns to 
answer is not interpreted as a brusque conversion to 
liberalism, but only as the necessity for the bureaucratic 
Direction to a retort. In this sense, the action of the 
UES shall have been useful, for it primes a thaw. The 
bureaucratic directors can affect an Olympian serenity; in 
fact, they acknowledge the blow, and for the first time 
perhaps are on the defensive. 

Naturally their reply is equivocal: it is impossible 
for bureaucrats to condemn democracy. Rqad France Nouvelle t 
you will recognize evident truths in it about Leninism, 
the class struggle, the monopolist capitalism of the State, 
concerning the union of working and democratic forces, etc* 
as if the young people of the UEC were in disagreement with 
the basic principles: It is well constructed, well presen¬ 
ted, unquestionable. For little, one would allow onself to 
be taken by it. How can one deny that Lenin and Marx were 
right? How can one not recognize that fundamentally the 
PCF is the party of the French working class? Yes, all that 
is very skillful. 

As for Stalinism.•• 

Well, proclaim our good apostles, haven't we con¬ 
demned Stalin's cult of the personality? Isn't our Party 
the only one which can honestly recognize its errors? 

Certainly, dear bureaucratic comrades, blushingly 
you recognize some "errors" of Stalin, but that is not the 
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question. What Communists ask of you is not a psycho¬ 
logical denunciation of the individual Stalin, but an ana¬ 
lysis of Stalinism, that is to say of the bureaucracy in 
Commmist parties, in particular in ours an analysis of 
Stalinist "errors" of the directing fraction of the PCF. 

In fact, dear comrades, who yesterday were flattering "the 
first Stalinist of France," you answer very skillfully, 
but beside the questions which are posed very clearly to 
you. Skillfully you mix truth and lies. Your foxiness 
and your method has a name: amalgam...Stalinist amalgam. 

A dialogue of deaf people, as it were. It could not 
be otherwise. Our young people who ask Stalinists to con¬ 
demn Stalinism are very impertinent. In the same way I was 
asking my sergeant - major to renounce the system which was 
giving him his livelihood. 

One can see the end: our young people will be con¬ 
demned by the machine, which will brag of a new victory. 

But what a strange victory! Not a victory of ideas, 
certainly, since a number of "questioners" shall not have 
been diminished by a single one. In fact, each one knows 
that the Direction of the Party hands out cards to anyone 
at all; , it is enough to present oneself at the annual 
' official reception. To the contrary, the same direction 
does not hesitate to mutilate the Party while arbitrarily 
pushing aside the most dynamic elements, the most ardent 
and the most precious, also, for they are the youth, the 
thought, the cadres of tomorrow. These young people, the 
best among them, will not be less Communist tomorrow than 
today, nor the intellectuals closely connected to them, 
linking together with them even more closely, not against 
the Party, but for the Party against its grave-diggers. 

Thus the Party is stripping itself little by little of its 
flesh and of its brain: each victory of the bureaucracy is 
a defeat for the Partv. 

Let us not doubt it: today the sterile intransigence 
of our bureaucrats answers with maneuvering foxiness, to¬ 
morrow it will answer with elimination. To this end, the 
steering fraction will support itself on the least dynamic, 
most submissive elements. My sergeant-major, he, too, had 
followers among the second classes: those who dreamed of 
being chief of the barracks-room, or corporals. 

But where is the Party going? Silence or lying 
before the most pressing and most natural questions do not 
prevent ideas from evolving. Witness the present flowering 
of works which are substituting themselves for the de¬ 
ficiency of publications of the Communist Party. This 
flowering is not due to chance: it is answering the need 
for explanations which the bureaucrats are refusing. Let 
us regret all the while that so many books are appearing 
which escape the control of an authentic Communist Party, 
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for if there are excellent ones, there are also some 
questionable ones. 

The one which Jean Dru offers us, in addition to 
being excellent, arrives at a good time, for it answers 
precisely the concerns of our young comrades of the UEC at 
the same time as it answers ours. 

Already in 1962, in the same collection and under 
the same label, Democratic Wager had introduced a little 
fresh air into the ghetto in which Stalinism wants to lock 
us. I would have believed, nevertheless, that a reformist 
orientation was revealed in it. Thus, it was with some 
apprehension that I opened this new book of Jean Dru: On 
the Socialist State . I was wrong. From the first pages, 

I was won over. There is in it a rigor in the analysis, a 
depth of thought which surpass by far the first, work. 

Has the collective which signs itself "Jean Dru," 
added some choice recruit? Or more simply, has its own 
thought become enriched? 1 don't know, and moreover it 
matters little. The essential thing is that the work is 
there which illumines the problems which involve us, and 
that it does so with a simplicity of expression and a 
clarity of style which make it accessible to all; the worker 
as much as the intellectual finds in it his reckoning. One 
imagines what "flourishes" a Kanapa would have used to orna* 
ment this work: 

Is this saying that everything in it appears to have 
an indisputable truth? No, since it is a question of re¬ 
search. Jean Dru, himself, tells us this from the beginning: 
the least imperfect approximation of the objective truth in 
a determined degree of knowledge . *tKe theoreticafinodel is 
precarious by nature , and is destined to be surpassed . 

Let's discuss with TTean Dru, le’t T s — 3o some spadework 
on the subject with him! But I am taking care not to sum¬ 
marize it; this would ruin the pleasure of your reading. 

This book, students of the UEC, comrades of the "debate," 
you must read, save, and read again. 

The outline is simple: premises of Socialist 
Caesarism, the Stalinist State, the clerical danger, sugges¬ 
tions for a socialist work democracy. You will find in ±fc, 
to employ the same terms as Jean Dru, an analysis of im¬ 
placable facts, of study of the genesis of victorious revo¬ 
lutions, and clear and convincing definitions of democratic 
centralism and of its substitute, bureaucratic centralism* 

In it you will see stripped bare the roots of Stalinism, 
that of the USSR' and of ours, as well as a just denuncia¬ 
tion of the bureaucratic falsification of the dictatorsh±p 
of the proletariat. You will discover in it everything 
that the apparatus of the Party wishes to hide from us and 
that the boldness of young people is rediscovering. 
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The reading o£ such a work permits one to under¬ 
stand why the youth posing questions cannot receive from 
the Thor-like hierarchy a response other than that of a 
courtly sergeant-major: 

-- Refuse to obey? You'll have four days (in Jail)! 

Such a book offers proof that no measure of intimi¬ 
dation, and no maneuver can clip the wings of thought. Our 
young people in the last analysis are the ones who will 
defeat the worm-ridden machine -- and will build the new 
house of Communism. 

Thought will not be caged. 
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Ij, From Stalin to Roland Leroy: The Truth About the Eighth Congress 
of the French Communist Students' Union 


[ Following is a translation of an artiole by Paul Rudel entitled 
"The Truth About the VIII Congress of the UEC" in the French* 
language monthly magazine Le Debat Comnuniste (The Communist 
Debate), a dissident Communist publication of an association 
of former Communist Party members who have remained loyal to 
Marxist-Leninist principles. No. 36, Paris, 15 March 1 9 ( 6 , 
pages 2U-25. ] 

"You are free to go where it seems good to you; we 
even find that your true place is in the marsh, and we are 
ready to help you transport your penates there." 


This quotation from Lenin, carefully separated from 
its context then, is the greeting of the direction of the 
French Communist Party brought by Roland Leroy to the 
Eighth National Congress of the UEC, which was held at 
Montreuil from the fourth to the seventh of last March. 

It is the answer of Stalin to all the most heartfelt 
and most honest oppositions which he met, for Stalin, like 
Leroy, quoted Lenin a great deal, while distorting him. 

We met a member of the National Committee coming out 
of the Union of Communist Students, a member who was among 
those who ardently led the battle for new paths of socia¬ 
lism, for the democratic discussion of the fundamental 
theses and divergences which are shaking the World Communist 
Movement, and for the right of minorities to make their 
opinions known to all adherents. 

This comrade was coming back from the bookshop of 
Clarte . It was Monday, 8 March, and the Congress had ended 
at dawn. 

Already the "victors" had made their "descent" to 
the bookshop, Leroy at the head, to occupy the premises and 
to bum heretical texts. A delivery truck accompanied 
them. It was a question of taking all the outgoing docu¬ 
ments of the National Office, all the numbers of Clarte . 
especially the one containing the article of Togliatti, to 
go and throw them in the Seine. There was a scrambling a- 
bout; the militants who wanted to save collections were 
treated as enemies, threatened with blows, and insulted. 

The Congress was in this image. To ideas and to 
questions, brutality was opposed. To win arguments, the 
Stalinists have a simple method: in Paris -- the Seine, in 
Bordeaux -- the Gironde. 

If one considers the enormity of material and fi- 




naacial means to put to work, the mass o£ zealous permanents 
engaged In the struggle for the administrative seizure of 
the majority, the result gained from it, and the violence 
exerted by those who were sure of 'Victory," one can only 
conclude from it that they were very weak to resort to it. 
They are the ultimate losers, since these means were 
necessary to provisorily "occupy" the "place." 

We asked our correspondent to confirm the gerry¬ 
mandering of the preparation for the Congress. 

— the Federal Directors of the Party met frac¬ 
tionally with the members of the UEC whom they judged likely 
to vote automatically with the direction of the PCF (Parti- 
Communist Francais -- French Communist Party). They estab¬ 
lished lists of Communist students to "push aside at any 
price," they threatened, denigrated and provoked them. They 
also used administrative artifices. At Bordeaux, two circles 
had 18 adherents, but were "oppositional." They were sup¬ 
posed to be granted three delegates. Then they invoked the 
fact that such and such an adherent was married, such another 
too old, and the two circles thus dropped to fifteen members 
apiece, having the right to only two delegates Instead of 
three. 

-- The majority of the delegates came to "beat" us, 
the basis of the problem mattering little to them. The 
Mandate Commission was deliberating while they cried like 
Chinese lanterns: "Let's vote! Let's Vote!" In order to 
exhibit their numerical superiority. They were elected for 
that. 

We asked our young comrades if their texts have 
henceforth been able to be discussed in circles and sectors • 

—The text of the left of the UEC was destroyed by 
the direction of the Party or its zealots in the majority of 
cases. Even at the Congress when we wanted to have a motion 
passed around, the members of the "order service" were 
hunting for us. Certain of our comrades who wanted to defend 
themselves before a twisting of their words had to punch to 
get up to the speaker's platform, which was never reached 
without a great struggle. 

What was the reaction of the fraternal delegations of 
the Jewesses Communistes (Communist Youths) from other 
countries? 

-- We learned from an Italian comrade that the di¬ 
rection of the PCF had written to all brother parties warning 
them that sending delegations to the Congress of the UEC 
would be considered to be an inimical gesture. Everyone, 
then, abstained, except for the Jeunesses de Tunlsle 
(Youth of Tunisia), visibly in agreement with the apparatus 
of the PCF, and alone present. 
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Was the majority present composed only of yes-men 
or young people who had been taken advantage of, voting 
automatically? 

— No. Many comrades in the majority thought sin¬ 
cerely -• because it had been repeated to them a hundred 
times -- that we were enemies of the Party, but the 
Congress gave them something to think about. This was the 
case with the delegation of the Ecole Normale Superieure 
(ULM) (Senior Training School), who for instance, supported 
a motion condemning the inaccuracies of the account rendered 
in 1'Humanite (Humanity), and requiring a correction. The 
"pro-apparatus 1 ’ did not dare break their majority, but in 
spite of the exasperation of Leroy, were willing to criti¬ 
cize 1'Humanite T which had published an equivocal picture of 
things and had continued with even worse falsifications. 
Other members of the majority, astounded by the refusal to 
read motions proposed to the Congress, voted to take these 
motions into consideration. 

Were the votes as unanimous as the Party's press 

claims? 

-- Not at all ! In spite of the prefabrication of 
this majority, there were some very divided votes which 
allowed one to foresee the near birth of an "opposition" 
within the National Committee designated by Leroy. For 
taking into consideration a motion of the left, rejected by 
Hermier, there were 113 votes against 137. On the right of 
expression of the minority, there were 159 favorable votes 
opposed to 357 votes against. Therefore, a good number of 
the "selected" delegates were among the 159. And this 
majority still conceded an Interior discusion report. Even 
if they had the intention of establishing in it a dialogue 
of deaf people, by mutilation and omission of bothersome 
texts, it was a success. The UEC is continuing to experi¬ 
ment. 

„_How can -it be explained, then, that the new National 

Committee was elected by nearly 400 votes, that the report 
of the National Office had only six votes, and that Comrade 
Kahn, Secretary General, had only one vote? 

-- Quite simply because the minority decided not to 
participate any longer in any vote, in order not to guarantee 
a Stalinist Congress by giving it the alibi of "democracy." 

— To illustrate that, I shall cite to you the fact 
chat Leroy-Hermier, with an evident purpose, proposed 5 
"opponents" for the National Committee — chosen nominally 
by them in the name of democracy -- and that these comrades 
evidently refused such a "promotion." On the Candidate 
Commission, one candidate "of the majority" like Linhart 
objected to two candidates, for very sound reasons, but no 
attention was paid to his intervention. He opposed to the 
"minority candidates" that Leroy Wanted to incorporate as 
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democratic security to the National Committee (or as hos¬ 
tages), the names of comrades Peninou, Goldman, and Krivine, 
but this was harshly refused him. They wanted an opposition 
designated by His Majesty. Why should we have participated 
in such a vote? 

Don't you think that the interruptions or the hoots 
of the minority constituted an error on its part, capable of 
annoying the delegates who could have been convinced? 

--We never provoked anyone. The anti-Stalinist dele¬ 
gates were the ones whose voices were covered, when they 
were finally given a chance to speak. Of course, we are 
immature. And when Leroy falsified a sentence of a comrade 
in order better to demolish it, this comrade cried out: 
"Falsifier! Liar!," And as he was refused the right to 
reply, many delegates booed Leroy. 

When Leroy answered, in a case of this sort, to 
Comrade Kahn: --"Go ask for the right to reply from your 
cell, so you'll be beaten 19 votes against one, as you 
were at the last meeting," the cry "Wasp" rang out, taken 
up by tens of comrades. If the direction of the Party, mis¬ 
tress of the Congress, had wanted a serious political debate, 
calm and dignified, it could have achieved this by providing 
the example. The injuries, the obstructions, and the threats 
came from it. The minority fought on ground where it had 
been pushed. The lack of dignity of the "pro-apparatus," 
and the triumphant, brutal intervention of Nero-Leroy, 
moreover, were signs of great weakness. An assured van¬ 
quisher, by means which one is acquainted with, he did not 
have the strength to speak soberly; he was unable to take a 
fraternal attitude. Rage, arrogant triumph, the announce¬ 
ment of sanctions against comrades administratively 
crushed, all this was pure Stalinism. One comrade was able 
to say in front of this unhealthy hate: "If we were in a 
People's Democracy, we would not sleep in our beds tonight." 
And everyone felt that Stalinism was there. 

We asked our comrade in conclusion what lesson it is 
necessary, according to him, to draw from this Eighth Con¬ 
gress of the UEC, and he answered: 

— First,do everything to make the partisans of the 
National Office get out of and the partisans of the left 
remain in the UEC, and help them surmount their discourage¬ 
ment. The UEC is continuing, and bureaucratic operations 
like this congress cannot prevent the consciousness of the 
young militants, even of the present members of the 
majority who are going to have their own experiences and 
will soon understand. 

—Finally, consider that the combat for the 
democratization of Communist organizations cannot be con¬ 
ducted in an isolated fashion or proposed as the only ob- 



jective. On this grounds, the power of the steering 
appartaus of the PCF permits it to offer itself the luxury 
of allowing oppositionists to speak in all tranquility, and 
then of crushing them in the vote. While the direction will 
be able to play on the notions of formal democracy, disci¬ 
pline, and love for the Party, covering Its underground 
bureaucratic maneuvers, this battle will lead to nothing. 

The left of the UEC seems to have better understood it 
than the departing National Bureau, for it conducted its 
battle on the political level. There, the members of the 
Congress were required to think and to discuss. 

— The motion of the left, in the course of the 
Congress, said: 

"In a Communist organization, formal'liberalism' 
of debates is in no way the discussion method of the 
Congresses. Alone, the confrontation of the different lines 
proposed, the refutation of critical theories and political 
facts, the reply to arguments advanced are the characteris¬ 
tics of Communist debates." 

—It is necessary to group the young revolutionaries 
and the anti-Stalinists of the UEC on political bases, to 
incite them to defend valid theses; jointly while requiring 
debate on the basis, we shall struggle for democracy (in 
our organizations), which is not an end in Itself, and 
which one cannot assure "separately" from political renewal. 

--The victory of the apparatus is not an end; it is 
the beginning of a new phase of our action. 


. END - 
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